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Butrus-Ghali on Nordic Visits, Social Summit 
BR0901 104195 Copenhagen POLITIKEN in Danish 6 
Jan 95 p 8 


[Report on interview with UN Secretary General Butrus- 
Ghali by Jacob Bjerg Moller in New York; no date given: 
“UN Chief Passing Around the Collection Box”’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt} Butrus Butrus-Ghali is 
coming on a charm offensive to Denmark, Sweden and 
Finland. In the midst of a political, economic, and image 
crisis as well as an international gale of criticism of the 
whole UN system, including the person of UN General 
Secretary Butrus Butrus-Ghali, the UN chief has decided 
to set out on a charm offensive to some of the world 
organization’s most important contributors in per- 
centage terms: Denmark, Sweden, and Finland. (He 
visited Norway last year on a similar PR trip). 


Speaking to a handful of Scandinavian journalists, 
Butrus Butrus- Ghali made no secret of the fact that the 
purpose of his trip is to get more money into the United 
Nation’s depleted coffers and to create more goodwill for 
the highly controversial social summit in Copenhagen in 
the middle of March. 


Asked by POLITIKEN if he feared that American criti- 
cism of the many recent UN fiascoes, the colossal waste 
and appallingly ineffective administration at the United 
Nations will have a negative affect on the willingness of 
taxpayers in the Scandinavian countries to make contri- 
butions, he replied: 


“No. I do not believe that this attitude will spread. The 
Scandinavian nations are aware of the general work of 
the United Nations. And I have always received the 
support I have asked for,” the general secretary said in 
his elegant conference room on the 38th floor of the UN 
building. 


The purpose of next week's trip to Copenhagen and the 
rest of the Scandinavian countries is partly “to 
strengthen the bilateral ties between UN headquarters 
and these countries” and partly to focus renewed atten- 
tion on the social summit to be held in the Danish capital 
between 12-16 March. 


“I hope that my visit will encourage more heads of state 
and government to announce their participation in this 
historic event. At the moment, 68 have said yes (but 
other UN sources have told POLITIKEN that the 
number is closer to 80—POLITIKEN editor’s note). 


“We still think we would like to have promises to attend 
from over 100 other countries,” Butrus Butrus-Ghali 
said. 


String of Fiascoes 


Butrus Butrus-Ghali is eaperiencing a critical barrage of 
unprecedented proportions in the American media and 
the new Republican-dominated Congress, and on the 
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surface at least his trip to Scandinavia looks almost like 
an escape to a politically milder climate. [passage 
omitted] 


Disarming General Secretary 
However, the controversial general secretary is politely 
disarming in the face of all the criticism he is experi- 


encing. And with a friendly smile he dismissed the claim 
that he acts like an Egyptian pharaoh. 


“I welcome all criticism, because it shows how relevant 
and important the United Nations is,” he said. ““Member 
countries are uncertain about what they really want from 
the United Nations following the end of the Cold War. 
And this uncertainty creates tensions. 


“As far as my own power is concerned, I can only say 
that ] had greater influence as Egypt’s deputy foreign 
minister than I do as general secretary. Because then I 
had only one boss. First President al-Sadat and then 
Mubarak. Today I have 185 bosses (the UN members— 
POLITIKEN editor’s note),” the 72-year-old French- 
educated diplomat said. 


His election as general secretary three years ago was 
supported by many countries, because he more than 
hinted thai he would only sit for one five-year term. Now 
he says: “I have two years to reconsider the matter of 
possible reelection.” 


The administrative crisis in the United Nations ts due to 
the many new tasks being imposed on the world organi- 
zation, he claimed. “For example, just three years ago we 
had only a few peacekeeping assignments, which cost 
$500 million annually. Today the United Nations is 
committed in many more places, and this costs $3.6 
billion. This creates enormous demands for structural 
change.” 


The general secretary’s request for an adjustment to the 
“Agenda for Peace” in his draft memorandum to the 
Security Council calls for a more detailed clarification of 
what can be called peacekeeping missions and what can 
be termed peace-making actions. Without mentioning 
Bosnia he said the objective cannot be changed in the 
middle of an action. 


The Summit Is Important 


“The Social Summit in Copenhagen is one of the most 
important UN activities in the coming year, when the 
organization will also be celebrating its 50th anniversary. 
This is the first time the United Nations has put social 
problems and human dignity on the agenda,” Butrus- 
Ghali said. 


Nations Should Make Commitments 


“Of course I could worry that it will result in more talk 
than action, but it is important that the United Nations 
describe the problems of the future. That we get member 
countries to commit themselves to some positions in the 
declaration and in the working plan. This will perhaps 
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not lead to immediate results, but we will get countries to 
commit themselves to some objectives in the fight 
against poverty.” 


Butrus Butrus-Ghali admits that there is great disagree- 
ment, but he does not believe there will be a violent 
confrontation between North and South in Copenhagen, 
as there was at the population conference in Cairo. 


“The North-South confrontation was a product of the 
Cold War. At the Rio summit on the environment we 
demonstrated that it is in the interests of both the 
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developing and the industrialized countries to reach a 
consensus. Pollution harms the whole planet. 


“In the same way, social unrest and waves of immigra- 
tion will shake countries in both worlds. Therefore we all 
have an interest in agreeing on common steps,” the 
general secretary said, concluding the interview with the 
following statement: 

“I look forward to meeting representatives of the people 
and the governments of the Nordic countries. And I hope 
that it will promote willingness to make contributions to 
the United Nations.” 
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Possible Belgian Participation in ‘Deny Flight’ 
BR0601 164295 Brussels LE SOIR in French 6 Jan 94 p 6 


{Unattributed report: “Belgian F-16s Could Participate 
In ‘Deny Flight””’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Air Force has started to 
intensify the training of some of its F-16 pilots in the 
light of possible Belgian participation in Operation Deny 
Flight (the air exclusion zone) operated by NATO in the 
skies of Bosnia-Herzegovina, military sources said on 
Thursday. A list of about 15 pilots from the 2nd Air 
Force Squadron in Florennes has been drawn up with a 
view to sending a Belgian detachment to Italy to form a 
binational contingent, aiong with Netherlands pilots, at 
the Villafranca airbase. 


Since April 1993 the Netherlands Air Force has deployed 
300 personnel and about 15 F-16 fighter-bombers there. 
They are participating in the two aspects of Deny 
Flight—enforcing the air exclusion zone over Bosnia 
imposed on aircraft belonging to the warring parties, and 
aerial support to the UN troops in United Nations 
Protection Force—and carrying out reconnaissance 
flights. But the Defense Ministry in The Hague wishes to 
trim this force, and has already made discrete calls on 
Belgium on several occasions. 


A date often quoted for sending some 100 Belgian Air 
Force personnel to Villafranca is | April. This is the date 
when the Netherlands pilots are due to be relieved. The 
option envisaged is sending about 100 Belgian personnel 
to Italy—around 15 of whom would be pilots—and six 
F-16 aircraft to participate in the two aspects of Deny 
Flight. While awaiting the green light from the cabinet, 
the Air Force has discreetly started to “refresh” the 
training of the second fighter-bomber squadron for the 
coming weeks. 


According to reliable sources, the squadron’s pilots have 
started to receive training in refueling during night 
flights. In February—earlier than had initially been 
planned—they will go to Morocco for a period of 
training in very low altitude flights. Afterwards they will 
be trained in ground attack and aerial combat. 


Air Force headquarters, while acknowledging that prep- 
arations have been under way since July, indicated that 
at present it was “very premature” to talk of the desig- 
nation of a specific squadron. “It is nevertheless correct 
that several squadrons are directing their normal 
training program toward a possible participation in 
Deny Flight,” it added. 


Liikanen Cross-Examined by European Parliament 


BR0901112395 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in 
Swedish 6 Jan 94 p 5 


[Report by Emily von Sydow: “Liikanen Grins And 
Bears It”’] 
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[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Brussels—Opinions varied 
considerably about incoming Commissioner Ericki Lii- 
kanen, who was cross-examined by the various members 
of the European Parliament [MEPs] on the Budget 
Committee, one of the parliament’s most important 
bodies, for three hours on Thursday [5 January]: “Ter- 
rific!” Luxembourg’s Astrid Lulling was heard to say. 


“He did not allow himself to be dragged down by the 
MEPs who want to conduct a personal campaign for 
their viewpoints. Their way of arguing makes a mockery 
of the hearings,” she said. 


The person Lulling was indirectly pointing the finger at 
was Jean-Louis Bourlanges, one of the most important 
French MEPs, who vigorously attacked Liikanen and his 
refusal to detail his own personal views. 


“It was a frustrating hearing. The man is a politician. He 
ought to be able to answer questions instead of hiding 
behind the Commission.” 


In stark contrast to his speech about openness, Liikanen, 
who will be the commissioner responsible for the budget 
portfolio, devoted a major part of his hearing to avoiding 
answering questions: Either by claiming that the ques- 
tion did not fall under his area of competence, or by 
saying that it was too politically sensitive for him to 
make public his ideas without first having secured the 
support of his Commission colleagues: 


““What is the use of the hearing,” Jean-Louis Bourlanges 
wondered, comparing Liikanen to the Spanish Commis- 
sioner, Manuel Oreja, who did not hold back in Wednes- 
day’s hearing from giving an account of his personal 
views in the highly sensitive area of the future institu- 
tions and the division of power within the European 
Union [EU]. 


However, the Finnish commissioner thought that the 
whole thing had gone splendidly, and explained that 
extra skill was required to avoid answering a question. In 
the weeks leading up to the hearing Liikanen had read up 
on a wide range of material, including various European 
Parliament reports in the budget area, and as a result he 
felt well prepared for what was coming. 


In the meantime, what emerged clearly was that Lii- 
kanen would actively work for increased equality of 
opportunity within the Commission, among othe. things 
as the person responsible for recruitment. He explained 
that the Commission’s poor reputation among the gen- 
eral public makes recruitment a major political issue that 
could make a major contribution to improving the 
Commission's standing: 


“The new members will affect a major change with 
regard to equality of opportunity,” Liikanen said, reiter- 
ating that the Finnish delegation to the European Par- 
liament had been forced to introduce a minimum quota 
for men. 
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In order to change today’s female representation within 
the Commission—which Liikanen described as “ludi- 
crously low’’—there is a need to begin at the bottom by 
recruiting large numbers of women to the lower posts. 
Liikanen does not advocate the introduction of quotas 
for the higher posts, but did not want to give any 
examples of how equality can be achieved, referring 
instead to the work of the new equal opportunities group 
of which he is a member along with Swedish Commis- 
sioner Anita Gradin, German Commissioner Monika 
Wulf-Mathies, and Irishman Padraig Flynn as its 
chairman. 


Liikanen maintained total silence on budgetary matters. 
He was unwilling to point to any fields in which he can 
envisage making cuts. He spoke of strict budgetary 
discipline, but when Frenchman Jean-Yves Le Gallous 
wanted to know in which areas Liikanen could envisage 
making savings, Liikanen called his question a “trap”. 


Many questions were about how Liikanen thinks the 
present EU budget can succeed in swallowing the 
Union’s enlargement to include Central and Eastern 
Europe and all that would entail in the form of increased 
agricultural and regional subsidies. 
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“I do not believe that this enlargement will happen 
under this Commission (which will sit for five years), but 
probably under the next one,” Liikanen said, thereby 
avoiding answering that particular question, too. How- 
ever, he did call for detailed economic studies of the 
situation in Central and Eastern Europe and pointed out 
that experience in eastern Germany showed how little 
people actually knew about the country’s economic sit- 
uation. 


Liikanen started his speech in English and then switched 
to French. There was full interpretation into Finnish and 
Swedish. Finnish MEPs, among them Olli Rehn who put 
his question about agricultural and regional funds at the 
time of the next enlargement of the Union in his mother 
tongue, the Mikkeli dialect, received answers in Finnish 
from Liikanen. 


Liikanen stressed that it was a mainstay of democracy 
that MEPs should be able to speak their own native 
tongue, but said he thought senior officials should show 
flexibility and not insist on interpretation so as to be able 
to speak their mother tongue. [passage omitted] 
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UNHCR Criticizes Asylum Pelicy, Urges Reform 


AU0601195695 Vienna Oesterreich Eins Radio Network 
in German 1700 GMT 6 Jan 94 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The UNHCR has criticized 
Austria’s asylum practice. Its spokesman, (7Bodemann), 
finds fault with the fact that only 684 people were 
recognized as refugees in 1994. That is about 500 people 
less than in the previous year. The UNHCR described 
the situation with Austrian asylum law as being in urgent 
need of reform. 


National Bank Announces Schilling To Join EMS 


AU0701172695 Vienna ORF Teletext in German 1635 
GMT 7 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text} Austria will join the European 
Monetary System (EMS) on 9 January. The Austria 
National Bank announced that the European Union 
Monetary Committee made the decision on Austria's 
entry today. Austria will become the 10th country to join 
the EMS. The National Bank states that this move will 
not lead to any changes in Austrian monetary policy: The 
close linkage to the German mark will continue to be 
strictly adhered to in the future. 


The schilling’s level in relation to the ECU base rate was 
set at 13.7167. The schilling-German mark exchange 
rate was taken into account in setting this level. 


EU Agriculture Commissioner-Designate’s Views 
AU0701172895 Vienna DER STANDARD in German 
7-8Jan9Sp4 


[Interview with EU Agriculture Commissioner- 
Designate Franz Fischler by Thomas Mayer, place and 
date not given: “Combating the Sisyphus Concept] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Mayer] Mr. Commissioner, 
what will you tell the European deputies about the future 
of European agriculture on 9 January? 


[Fischler] There is a clear set of priorities, namely 
priorities connected with completing ti.e reform of the 
common agricultural policy that was begun in 1992. This 
will affect fruit, vegetables, wine, and sugar. In the case 
of fruit and vegetables, expenditure on intervention will 
have to be curbed. To compensate for that, marketing 
initiatives and market-oriented behavior should be 
rewarded. 


[Mayer] Thus, the basic principles that apply are more of 
a free market, lower prices, fewer product subsidies and 
more direct assistance. 


[Fischler} Yes, combined with new iasks that farmers can 
perform for society. But, to get +..k to wine, this is our 
biggest problem, because output and con3zumption in 
Europe have developed in two completely opposing 
directions. The structural surpluses are becoming bigger 
and bigger. There is no way in which one can avoid 
reducing supply. Every year thousands of metric tons of 
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wine are distilled into alcohol that is then stored and 
cannot be sold. It is a Sisyphean concept. 


|Mayer] What is your alternative concept? 


[Fischler] We have to reduce the amount of land used for 
wine production or the revenues and go on the offensive 
by promoting quality. We want to set a quantity-based 
target for every state, but individual states will be given 
a certain degree of flexibility in choosing the methods 
that they will use to achieve these targets. The European 
Union [EU] should be involved in the financing side, but 
part of the cost should also be borne by the states 
concerned, because that leads to more efficiency and 
takes account of the subsidiarity principle. 


[Mayer] That ts to say, the principle that the community 
should only assume tasks that cannot be dealt with at the 
regional level? 


[Fischler] Preserving the diversity that exists for histor- 
ical reasons must be a key aim of European agricultural 
policy. Uniformity would be the very worst thing that 
could happen. That would not be in keeping without 
history, culture, and geographical character. 


[Mayer] There is a devastating study that has been 
prepared by Financial Commissioner Christopheresen. 
It proposes that the current subsidy system undergo a 
radical dismantling. Agricultural prices are far too high. 
Agriculture must be fully exposed to market forces 
combined with direct subsidies for farmers. 


[Fischler] The report did not put things quite as simply 
as that. My view is that the MacSharry reform should be 
continued. The initial results indicate that our expecta- 
tions have even been exceeded to some extent. Only then 
can one begin io consider new steps. 


[Mayer] When? 


[Fischler] The reform should be completed by the end of 
1995. The question after that will be the implementation 
of the GATT treaties in world trade. 


[Mayer] What should one understand by what you 
indicated about a market-oriented agriculture? 


[Fischler] We must promote our strengths Europe as a 
whole, not just agriculture, thrives on its diversity. We 
need community rules that will guarantee that or this 
continent will lose its identity in the long run. That is the 
central issue. One will have to consider in what areas 
agriculture can make progress with respect to produc- 
tion. I am thinking of the diversification of agricultural 
products for the food sector. Substitute commodities will 


play an important role. 

[Mayer] That will not stop farms and farmers from 
disappearing. 

[Fischler] We must get away from the idea that we can 


rely solely on competition, that negative circumstances 
will simply disappear. We need a new form of thinking. 
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New tasks that farmers can perform and are not directly 
related to agricultural products must also be introduced 
into the marketplace. Structural and regional subsidy 
policies cannot be limited solely to compensation for the 
loss of earnings from production. There are other prod- 
ucts: One should think about other services that farmers 
can perform such as those related to the development of 
the countryside. There is a demand for that and so there 
has to be an appropriate price. 


[Mayer] Are you referring to the protection of the 
environment? 


[Fischler] I can imagine paying farmers for services such 
as avoiding the use of fertilizers, the preservation of 
biotopes, or the maintenance of the genetic spectrum. 


[Mayer] How should that be paid for? 


[Fischler] There should community forms of finance. We 
will make some appropriate proposals. However, a form 
of cofinancing involving individual countries has its 
advantages, especially with regard to efficiency. 


'Mayer] How do you want to integrate agriculture, which 
iS in a sense isolated, into overall European policy? 


AUSTRIA 
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[Fischler] This is an issue that will determine the future. 
An important role has to be played by a comprehensive 
approach. Ii has to be recognized that agricultural prob- 
lems in disadvantaged regions cannot be solved through 
agricultural methods alone. There has to be a further 
policy aspect, various sources of income at the regional 
level, the creation of jobs in these areas. These are things 
that we cannot disregard. Agriculture cannot be allowed 
to become a ghetto in Europe. 


[Mayer] Let's move on to the subject of EU eastward 


expansion. Agriculture would appear to be present the 
greatest obstacle because that cannot be financed. 


[Fischler] I see things differently. There are prejudices 
that have to be dispelled. The main obstacle to eastward 
expansion will be the security question. 
[Mayer] So, what will have to be done? 


[Fischler] There is no patent recipe. We have to conduct 
an intensive analysis and then we will present an agri- 
cultural concept for eastward expansion in the second 
half of 1995. 
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Russian Violeace in Chechnya Worries Foreign 
Minister 

BROGO! 164095 Antwerp GAZET VAN ANTWERPEN 
in Dutch 6 Jan 95 p 6 


[Unattributed article: “Vandenbroucke: Russia Breaking 
Its Word} 


{FBIS Translated Text] Foreign Affairs Minister Frank 
Vandenbroucke accuses the Russian Government of 
breas vag, its word. He explicitly supports European Com- 
mission. Van den Broek’s initiative to provisionally 
freeze ‘ve approval of the interim trade agreement with 
Rus7tw 


The mitts\<* also supports the French proposal to take 
action witiia the framework of the Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe [OSCE]. 

In a statement issued on Thursday, Vandenbroucke says 
that Beigium is seriously concerned about the fighting in 
Chechnya and about the violence against civilian targets. 
This is tantamount to a breach of word, the minister 
says. He referred to the OSCE’s code of conduct, which 
Moscow also signed in Bucharest last month. 


Vandenbroucke argues that relations with Russia should 
be based “on ing and consultations rather 
than on confrontation.” That is exactly why we are 
entitled to be critical of the methods and mechanisms 
used by the Russian Federation in its own country. 


Repercussions of Crisis 
BRO601 142195 Brussels LE SOIR in French 5 Jan 95 p 8 


[Commentary by Paul Mathil: “General Grachev: A 
Scapegoat?”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text} Who is going to pay the bill? The 
question is raised. Because although the intervention in 
Chechnya can obviously only end in the defeat of the 
rebels, Moscow, which hoped for a rapid victory, must 
recognize that the operation is a true debacle both in 
terms of military effectiveness and politics. 


“The Army understands that it has once again been used 
as a political instrument, sent into Chechnya only to 
increase the popularity of Boris Yeltsin, which was in 
free fall,” explained Aleksandr Konovalev, the director 
of the Military Policy Center. The Russian Army, like 
the former Red Army, has always refused to be a political 
player. But “today, there is a real danger of a split 
between the country’s political leadership and the 
Army.” 


The Russian Army visibly does not want “go there.” 
Hundreds of dead Russian soldiers in the field, the 
bombing of the civilian population, the duration of the 
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military operation, and increasingly vehement objec- 
tions within the Russian Army itself could therefore 
have very serious consequences. 


consequences are still incalculable within the Russian 
Armed Forces. Defense Minister Pavel Grachev, con- 
tested by the top of the military hierarchy, has tried to 
have dismissed three deputy ministers (Boris Gromov, 
Georgiy Kondratiev, and Valeriy Mironov), and the 
generals who refused to carry out his orders (Eduard 
Vorobiov and Ivan Babitchev). But their dismissal 
depends on the president alone. Yet the latter wanis to 
avoid taking on too much responsibility and is seeking to 
get out of this tight spot. 


pm hae = ee ap mre ee hag 
his spokesman, Vyacheslav Kostikov, said on Tuesday. 
But the initiative could turn out to be too late. 


A priori, General Grachev would be the designated 


Results of Voter Preference During December 
BR0601142295 Brussels DE MORGEN in Dutch 5 Jan 95 
p4 


[Article signed “KvdB”: “Electoral Intentions in 
Decembxr. Few Shifts”) 


[FBIS Translated Text} In the saonth of December, 23.7 
percent of the Flemings stated they would vote for the 
CVP [Christian Democratic Party]. This is 0.9 percent 
less than in November 1994. The Volksunie [People’s 
Union] wins the same percentage and reaches 6.9 per- 
cent. 


These are the main shifts in the electoral intentions as 
polied by Dimarso on behalf of the newspaper DE 
MORGEN. Between 5 and 25 December, 1,000 Flem- 
ings, 1,000 Walloons, and 400 Brussels people aged 18 or 
older, were questioned on the phone. 

As a result of the CVP’s loss, the VLD [Flemish Liberal 
Democrats] is now the biggest Flemish party again, with 
24.6 percent (plus 0.2 percent). The SP [Socialist Party] 
maintains its position at 18.6 percent (plus 0.1 percent). 
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AGALEV [Green Party] and Viaams Blok [Flemish 
Bloc] also remain on November's level. A remarkable 
fact is the Flemish Bloc’s apparent consolidation of its 
important progression in November (from 12.2 to 13.4 
percent). 


Explaining the CVP’s loss is always a tricky thing to do. 
It should be observed, though, that the MAP [Manure 
Action Plan] file, which is very delicate for the C\V'P, was 
dealt with in December. The violent ABS [/ ic eral 
Farmers’ Union] actions in Dendermonde also fell 
within that period. 


In the Walloon region, the PSC [Christian Social Party] 
is the major winner. Gerard Deprez’ party climbs from 
19.9 to 20.7 percent. The PS [Socialist Party) falls from 
35.1 to 34.6 percent. The PRL [Liberal Party] maintains 
its position at 22.3 percent (minus 0.1 percent), and 
ECOL) [Green Party} progresses slightly, from 14.6 to 
15.1 percent. The “others” category, which also includes 
the Front National [National Front] and Agir [Action], 
drops from 8 to 7.3 percent. 


Netherlands 


Chechnya: Netherlands Urged To Criticize Russia 


BRO0901121695 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in 
Dutch 6 Jan 95 p 4 


[Report by Jan Hoedeman: “Chamber Demands Cabinet 
Steps Against Russia™’] 


[FBIS Transiated Excerpt] The Second Chamber is dis- 
satisfied with the Netherlands Government's silence on 
the subject of Russian violence in Chechnya. The PvdA 
[Labor Party], VVD [People’s Party for Freedom and 
Democracy], and D66 [Democrats 66] coalition parties, 
and the CDA [Christian Democrat Appeal] and Green 
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Left opposition parties believe that Russia should 
receive clear critical signals from the Netherlands. 


The Foreign Ministry issued a new statement at noon on 
Thursday: “The Netherlands does not dispute the Rus- 
sian Federation's right to restore order. But we are 
greatly concerned by the scale of Moscow's response.” 


PvdA member Van Traa does not consider the vacation 
of Foreign Minister Van Mierlo to be any excuse for the 
cabinet’s silence. Van Traa: “The Netherlands is being 
overcautious. We have an acting foreign minister, Prime 
Minister Kok. I would like to see Kok lend his support to 
the French and German position. He could have done so 


a long time ago.” [passage omitted] 


D66 member Hoekema supports Van Traa’s criticism. 
[passage omitted] 


He imagines that the “Russian ambassador could be 
called to account.” “Our ambassador ir Moscow can 
indicate the displeasure.” 


VVD member Van den Doel believes that the Nether- 
lands must pursuc a'l channels in €, erting pressure. “In 
my mind that should include NATO. We did not con- 
clude a partnership for peace with Russia for nothing. 
The Netherlands must also try to involve the United 
Nations.” He considers it out of the question for Russia 
to be included in the Council of Europe under such 
circumstances. 

“The 15 EU [European Union] member states must call 
the Russian ambassadors to account all on the same 
day,” says CDA member De Hoop Scheffer. “The Neth- 
erlznds Government must make it known that one 
cannot sign 2 treaty on internationa! “odes of behavior in 
Liecember and then ignore it by disproportionate vio- 
lence against civilians on | January.” [passage omitted] 
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Leotard, Others Condemn Use of Force in 
Chechnya 

LD0601153795 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 1441 
GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Berlin (DDP/ADN)—There 
is growing criticism of Russian President Boris Yeltsin’s 
Chechnya policy. [passage omitted] 


Bavarian Prime Minister Edmund Stoiber, writing in the 
BILD newspaper (Saturday edition), demands that the 
West should no longer back only Yeltsin. He also calls 
for speedier NATO membership of the eastern European 
states. Should Russian policy return to the aggression of 
the Soviets then the issue of accepting the former 
member states of the Warsaw Pact in NATO should be 
put “higher on the agenda.” 


Strong criticism of Russia was also voiced by French 
Defense Minister Francois Leotard. His government 
condemns “most strongly the oppression of whole 
nations through military force,” the minister said at a 
closed CSU [Christian Social Union] session in Wild- 
bach Kreuth in Bavaria. France will “not accept the 
suppression of the Chechens.” At the same time the 
economic consequences should be made clear to Russia, 
he stated. Speaking at the same function Russian reform 
politician Yegor Gaydar called on the European Union 
to exert pressure on Russia to end the war. The West has 
at its disposal a whole “arsenal” which could be used for 
this purpose in a way that is “targeted and dispensed 
specifically.”’ [passage omitted] 


Kohl Says War ‘Sheer Madness’ 


LD0701153595 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 1440 
GMT 7 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text} Berlin (DDP/ADN)—Chancellor 
Helmut Kohl has rejected sanctions against Russia in 
connection with the conflict in Chechnya. Kohl said 
today on the Berlin radio station 100-6 that nothing at all 
can be achieved at present by means of threatening 
gestures. The impression must not be created that the 
West is interested in the disintegration of Russia, he 
said. The chancellor stressed that the pre. -rvation of 
Russia is of the utmost importance, especialy for Ger- 
many. 


Any destabilization of that country also means the 
destabilization of Europe and Asia, Kohl asserted. More- 
over, it should not be forgotten that Russia is still “the 
other major power” and possesses a considerable mili- 
tary capability. He said he will continue to support the 
reform course of Russian President Boris Yeltsin. Kohl 
reaffirmed that the war in the Caucasus is an internal 
Russian matter. The fighting around the Chechen capital 
of Groznyy is “terrible.” Anyone witnessing the suffering 
of the people must see the war as “sheer madness.” 
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CSU, Gaydar, Leotard Caution Yeltsin 


AU0801170395 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTi..~ 
ALLGEMEINE in German 7 Jan 95 pp 1, 2 


[(“Fin.”-attributed report: “Gaydar, Leotard Are Guests 
of the CSU at Wildbad Kreuth”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Wildbad Kreuth, 6 Jenuary— 
Former Russian Prime Minister Gayda:’ has called on 
the European Union to use an “a:gumentative” 
approach toward Yeltsin in order to end the war in 
Chechnya. Attending the meeting of CSU [Christian 
Social Union] Bundestag deputies in Wildbad Kreuth as 
a guest, the chairman of the largest democratic floor 
group in the Duma said that the West possessed a whole 
arsenal of means that, if administered in appropriate 
“doses,” would have an impact on Yeltsin. He said that 
under no circumstances was it right to play down the war 
in the Caucasus, which is a “crime,” as Russia’s internal 
affair. However, Yeltsin’s resignation would not make 
things any easier at the present time. The president 
“still” has a chance to order a “stop” to the military 
intervention and initiate negotiations, but not for much 
longer. If Yeltsin fails to do so, his role will shortly be 
reduced to that of a figurehead. 


Gaydar described the Russian Army’s setbacks in 
Chechnya as its greatest defeat since the war against 
Finland. He predicted that the toll of victims would be 
higher than in the case of the war in Afghanistan. The 
seizing of Groznyy would achieve nothing, because it 
would only trigger a partisan struggle involving 
numerous acts of terrorism throughout the Caucasus. 
Moscow is partly to blame for the fact that the entire 
population of Chechnya is taking up arms now. Gaydar 
said that the anti-democratic forces in ».ussia will benefit 
whatever happens: Any successes for the Army, despite 
the .osses entailed by its murderous campaign, will 
increase their political weight and if things turn out 
badly, then they will not hesitate to blame the democrats. 
There is a danger that a dictatorship will be established 
in Russia once again. 


French Defense Minister Leotard, who was also invited to 
Kreuth by the CSU land organization, also condemned the 
military intervention in Chechnya and said that in this 
respect France’s position was the same as that of the CSU. 
Leotard indicated that the war in the Caucasus could 
prompt “consequences of an economic kind” insofar as 
Yeltsin does not heed the West’s warnings. 


The host, CSU land organization chairman Glos, 
described Russia’s Chechnya policy as “catastrophic.” 
He said that the CSU condemns the Russian Armed 
Forces “brutal actions” and called for an immediate end 
to the fighting. Shocking as the Russian Army’s use of 
“brute force” in the Caucasus, the question of Russia’s 
political stability is of even greater concern. The future 
of Russian democracy is a “pivotal, key issue”’ in Euro- 


pean security policy. 
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The CSU land organization rejected all speculation 
about black-green cooperation let alone a coalition in 
Bonn. Such talk, said Glos, is not only “nonsense,” but 
also causes uncertainty among the CSU’s electorate. A 
CSU paper listed the reasons why there is no “common 
basis” between black and green policies. They include 
the Greens calls for the decriminalization of shop lifting 
and drug use, the complete opening for asylum-seekers, 
and dual citizenship for all foreigners. The Greens fiscal 
and economic policies would ruin Germany’s prospects 
as a center of industry in the shortest possible time. The 
CSU paper also stated that the Greens would put Ger- 
many’s external security on the line and thus endanger 
peace and liberty. 


‘Monitor’ Deems Tornadoes Unsuitable for Bosnia 


AU0601202695 Hamburg ARD Television Network in 
German 2000 GMT 5 Jan 95 


[FBIS Editorial Report] Hamburg ARD Television Net- 
work in German at 2000 GMT on 5 January carries the 
30 minute-long “Monitor” current affairs program, con- 
taining a seven-minute report on the subject of Luftwaffe 
Tornado fighter bombers due to be deployed in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina. In an introduction, “Monitor” correspon- 
dent Klaus Bednarz says that the Bundestag is to decide 
on the deployment of these aircraft next week. He quotes 
remarks by Defense Minister Volker Ruehe, whereby 
only these aircraft are in a position to neutralize Serbian 
missile positions. “‘However,” continues Bednarz, 
“‘research by the Monitor’ program has revealed that 
this is exactly what the German Tornadoes are not 
suitable for.” 


Defense Minister Ruehe is reported as having said that 
the German Tornadoes are the only aircraft capable of 
accurately hitting the command centers of missile posi- 
tions. The report explains the functioning of the Tor- 
nado’s ECR (electronic combat reconnaissance) com- 
puter system, which recognizes waves from ground radar 
and fires the aircraft’s missiles at it. ““That is how it is 
supposed to work,” says the correspondent. ““However, it 
does not work that way because the ECR Tornado can 
only react to those radar wavelengths that have been 
entered into the computer’s memory before takeoff. If 
the Serbs alter the radar characteristics after the aircraft 
has departed, the ECR system will not react and the 
planes will become easy targets.” 


Manfred Opel, former Luftwaffe general and current 
Bundestag deputy, is interviewed. Speaking about the 
Tornado’s ECR system, he says: “We do not have the 
slightest idea whether the ECR system can really recog- 
nize everything that has been set against it.” He explains 
that the Yugoslavs are very well trained in air defense 
and can alter the characteristics of their radar, in which 
case ECR would be powerless against it. 


The “Monitor” report says thai the JANE’S DEFENSE 
WEEKLY confirms these technical shortcomings. The 
periodical is reported as saying: ““The ECR Tornado has 
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a remarkable deficiency, for if an unforeseen situation 
occurs, the ECR cannot fire its missiles at the radar 
installations.” The correspondent says that not just the 
Americans, but also the British have relatively better 
defense systems than the German ECR system. “The 
pilots are also better,” he continues, “for the Americans 
and the British have been training since last spring for a 
possible Bosnian operation for which only German 
pilots are considered suitable. But the [German] defense 
minister glosses over this fact, just as he glosses over the 
existence of similar systems with the Italian Air Force.” 


Wolfgang Hoch, a former Tornado flying instructor, is 
then interviewed. “A major consideration is to what 
extent our pilots are psychologically mature to carry out 
such a mission. British ena American Air Force officers 
have more experience in this type «f operation. We do 
not have such officers in the Geran Luftwaffe. The 
consequences, the way I see it, are that young pilots must 
more or less become political victims.” 


The defense and foreign ministers know that the German 
Tornadoes are unsuitable and the pilots inexperienced, 
yet they still want to send German soldiers to war 
whatever the cost, concludes the correspondent. 


Defense Minister Views Bosnia, NATO Missions 


AU0901142595 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 
9 Jan 95 pp 23-25 


[Interview with Defense Minister Volker Ruehe by Dirk 
Koch and Stefan Austin in Berlin; date not given: “We 
Are Not Pushing In”] 


{FBIS Translated Text] [DER SPIEGEL] Mr. Ruehe, do 
you view the Chechen insurgents not as fighters for the 
self-determination of a people subjugated by the Rus- 
sians, but separatists? 


[Ruehe] As far as international law is concerned, 
Chechnya is clearly a part of Russia. We are not con- 
cerned about sympathy for Dudayev. He is indeed a 
separatist who has not shunned from using force, for 
example in order to twist the election results. For us, the 
important question is to what extent Russia, as a partner 
of the West, will be changed by the brutal way in which 
it is handling this internal problem. Further reforms and 


cooperation could be in jeopardy. 


[DER SPIEGEL] So nothing has come of the “common 
European home” extolled by Mikhail Gorbachev? 


{Ruehe] A country that wants to live in the common 
European home must adhere to the standards laid down 
by the OSCE [Organization for Security sand Coopera- 
tion in Europe], in other words, in Chechnya, it must 
respect the relativity of resources and human rights. By 
the way, in accordance with the 1992-94 Vienna docu- 
ment on confidence-building measures and security, 
Russia should have announced the deployment of 
ground forces if at least 9,000 men are involved. Apart 
from that, such deployments are subject to international 
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observation if 13,000 or more men are involved. Russia 
should have invited observers after 72 hours at the latest. 


[DER SPIEGEL] The OSCE does not envisage any 
sanctions for such violations of the rules. 


(Ruehe] I am not saying that contacts with Russia should 
be broken off. I merely want to make it clear which 
agreements of international importance are being disre- 
garded by Russia. One cannot gloss them over; that 
would help no one, neither Russia nor us. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you insist that the Bundeswehr and 
Russian Army, which is now carrying out a slaughter in 
Groznyy, should cooperate militarily? 


[Ruehe] The Russian Army is storming Groznyy on 
orders from those politically responsible, and ultimately 
on the president’s orders. What is remarkable is that this 
has been criticized inside parliament, in the media, even 
inside the military. It would be wrong to sever links now. 
Therefore I am adhering firmly to the agreements that 
have been reached. One must meet the other party and 
talk to him. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Will the German-Russian maneuvers 
in St. Petersburg in summer still take place? 


[Ruehe] The Russian side has now informed us that the 
exercise must be postponed. In any case, now that the 
Russian forces have left Germany, it is important for 
European security and for German- Russian relations 
that we cooperate, such as in peace missions, and also 
that we undertake joint training. From the angle of 
today’s events, I firmly adhere to this cooperation. It 
would be quite wrong to break contacts. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Which is worse for Yeltsin, that he 
started the war in the Caucasus, or that he cannot win it 
as quickly as he expected? 


{[Ruehe] The war is harming the reformist forces in 
Russia, even if it ends in military success. After all, the 
support for it is coming from the other side, from the 
Russian nationalist Zhirinovskiy and his cronies. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Have the Germans supported Yeltsin 
too long and too strongly? 


{Ruehe] We have not supported only him. I and many 
other people have also maintained contacts with the 
other reformist forces. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Will you receive Russian Defense 
Minister Grachev in March, as planned? 


[Ruche] The invitation stands. The exact date has not 
been fixed yet. Without a positive development in 
Russia, there can be no stability in Europe. Therefore 
one cannot give up, even if the process lasts longer than 
one generation. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Should a forward-looking policy not 
consider the fact that following the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, not even the Russian Federation can be pre- 
served in its present form? 
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[Ruehe] Changes are always possible if they are made 
peacefully and in mutual agreement, but never with 
force. There are more or less 1,200 ethnic groups in the 
world, and 200 countries. If every single group wanted to 
create a country in its own way, the effect would be more 
destructive than modern weapons. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you base this conclusion on the 
chaos in former Yugoslavia? 


{Ruehe] Perhaps. 


[DER SPIEGEL] In 1991, when Hans-Dietrich Gen- 
scher was still foreign minister, the Germans forced 
through the recognition of the independence of Croatia 
and Slovenia against resistance from Paris, London, and 
Washington. Thus, in the eyes if the western parties, the 
Germans bear co-responsibility for the developments in 
Yugoslavia. Is that correct? 


[Ruehe] I consider that a distortion of history. When 
Tito died, there was no question of keeping the Yugoslav 
state together. Had there been enormous joint pressure 
on Belgrade from the Americans, Russians, French, and 
British, there might have been a chance of creating a 
loose federation. The pressure was absent. However, as 
soon as tanks rolled into Slovenia and Croatia long 
before the recognition of their independence, the chance 
disappeared. The heavy conflict was caused by efforts to 
create a Great Serbia according to the motto “Wherever 
Serbs live is Serbia.” 


[DER SPIEGEL] The Germans are about to become 
entangled in the chaos in Bosnia. 


[Ruehe] We have supplied: 10 percent of the total aid to 
Bosnia, by means of over 1,000 flights at great danger to 
the pilots. That is a positive entanglement. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Fifty years after the end of the war, you 
are planning to send German soldiers into combat again, 
soldiers who are not undergoing military service for the 
purposes of self-defense or for the implementation of 
NATO commitments. 


[Ruehe] The Constitutional Court ruling has provided 
the legal basis for Germany to participate in NATO 
out-of-area operations. We cannot turn our backs when 
NATO is faced with a military challenge. That is the 
most important matter. Now, concrete plans are being 
drawn up for a situation that no one wants but one that 
cannot be ruled out—the pullout of the UN Blue Hel- 
mets under hostile conditions. We approved the deploy- 
ment of the Blue Helmets for good political reasons. We 
encouraged NATO, acting under UN auspices, to pre- 
vent worse things in Bosnia. In talks with the U.S. 
Congress, we will also insist that the peace process not be 
torpedoed by, for instance, lifting the arms embargo. In 
future, Germany should politically support only those 
NATO actions in which it is also prepared to participate 
militarily. 
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{DER SPIEGEL] Can one also express what you said the 
other way round, that in future the Germans will not 
approve everything that NATO does? 


[Ruehe] That depends on the specific situation and the 
region in which NATO would go into action at the 
United Nation's request. The United Nations also has to 
rely on other regional organizations. For instance, | am 
opposed to operations in Africa in the future. The OAU 
itself should establish Blue Helmet units, in whose 
training the United Nations could assist and provide 
logistical support. I say we should concentrate on Europe 
and its surroundings. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Your fnend, Klaus Kinkel, would like 
to see the Bundeswehr active ail around the world. 


[Ruehe] I am opposed to worldwide der!oyment, who- 
ever asks for it. But I think my colleague Klaus Kinkel 
shares my reservations. After all, there might also be 
parts of Europe where the deployment of German sol- 
diers would be more of a problem than a solution. 


[DER SPIEGEL] By deploying Tornados against Serbian 
anti-aircraft missiles whether to cover the pullout of the 
Blue Helmets or to protect supply flights, Germany 
would become a party to the war. 


{[Ruehe}] What do you mean party to the war? 


[DER SPIEGEL] The Germans would shoot Serbs dead. 
Do you accept the risk that the conflict might not be 
contained, but exacerbated? 


[Ruehe] Indeed we would become parties to the war, if 
we are concerned with protecting the lives of Danish, 
French, and British Blue Helmet soldiers during the 
pullout. No one denies that this is an encouragement to 
the war. But the Blue Helmets would be withdrawn, and 
that would be the end of the matter. 


[DER SPIEGEL] It cannot be the end of the matter if 
Bosnia is left to its fate. 


{Ruehe] Right now NATO is making concrete plans; that 
fact alone is having a beneficial effect. It is no coinci- 
dence that we have managed to conclude a cease-fire 
now. Each of the parties knows what will happen when 
the Blue Helmets withdraw. To this extent, our partici- 
pation in this planning is znything but an encouragement 
to the warfare. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Can you imagine German Tornados 
deployi.d to protect supply flights? 


{[Ruehe] No decision has been reached on this. But 
basically, the coalition believes it possible. If the popu- 
lation is completely without supplies, there is a moral 
duty to protect the delivery of supplies also by military 
means. I think a realization of this fact has contributed 
to the sudden improvement in the delivery of supplies. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Mr. Ruehe, German politics is making 
a considerable about-turn. Until unification, war as a 
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tool of politics, even as a threat, was unthinkable. The 
only purpose of war then was to defend NATO. But 
today, the Bundeswehr, and hence the defense minister 
as well, are playing a quite different role. 


[Ruehe] Of course our situation within the United 
Nations has changed now that we are no longer a divided 
country. We have sent soldiers to Cambodia, Somalia, 
and Iraq. 


{DER SPIEGEL] But those were humanitarian opera- 
tions. Now we are faced with combat operations. 


[Ruehe] The United Nations is not waging war in the 
Balkans, it is merely trying to heave the peace process 
out of its difficult situation. We support the United 
Nations in this. No defense minister is fond of sending 
soldiers out to fight. We are not rushing. One also cannot 
simply put Germany into a situation like any other 
Situation just by snapping one’s fingers. As far as the 
extent of deployment is concerned, we are not going to 
emulate anyone, certainly not the Americans, but neither 
the English or the French. They have different traditions. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Is the defense minister's political 
weight greater than before? 


[Ruehe] In security policy, we are dealing with a com- 
pletely new situation. In international relations, the 
Federal Republic’s position depends much more on the 
defense minister than it did before. Today I spend as 
much time with central and eastern European defense 
ministers as with western European ones. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you agree with the following sen- 
tence: “More often than not, politics involves the provi- 
sion of support by means of credible military options.” 


{[Ruehe] On the whole, I would not say so. 


[DER SPIEGEL] That is the way in which Foreign 
Minister Kinkel praised you in the Bundestag. 


{[Ruehe] The major decisions are reached by the govern- 
ment and Bundestag. The defense minister bears great 
responsibility for their implementation. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Mr. Ruehe, thank you for this inter- 
view. 


BfN President Says Russian Missions Spy Centers 


AUC701160295 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in 
German 1200 GMT 7 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] According to Eckart Werthe- 
bach, president of the Federal Office for the Protection 
of the Constitution, Russia continues to use its diplo- 
matic missions in Germany largely as espionage bases. 
Werthebach made a relevant reproach in an interview 
with the weekly FOCUS. He warned business and 
industry in particular about a new form of espionage, 
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which was a combination of organized crime and intel- 
ligence activities. For instance, former Russian intelli- 
gence service officers were settling as businessmen in 
Germany. Werthebach stressed that they were moving in 
the economic sector as fish in water and, owing to access 
to special databases, had enormous opportunities of 
research. 


Attacks by Algerian Extremists Not Ruled Out 


LD0801121195 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 1120 
GMT 8 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Mainz (DDP/ADN)— 
Hans-Ludwig Zachert, head of the federal criminal 
investigation department, does not rule out attacks by 
Algerian extremists in Germany. The “fundamentalist 
threat” is extremely serious, Zachert said on ZDF tele- 
vision today, in connection with the threatening letters 
received by several embassies in Algiers. He can well 
imagine, he said, that, “especially in the near future,” 
Germany might not be spared such attacks. There are 
“certain indications” that call for “great vigilance,” he 
stated. 


BKA President Warns of Attacks 


AU0801142195 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in 
German 1200 GMT 8 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The president of the Federal 
Office of Criminal Investigations [BKA], Hans-Ludwig 
Zachert, is not ruling out attacks by Algerian extremists 
in Germany. In a ZDF interview on 8 January, Zachert 
said with reference to the threatening letters against 
several embassies in Algiers that the fundamentalist 
threat was extremely serious. He could imagine that the 
Federal Republic would have to expect such attacks in 
the near future, he said. 


Germany and other Western countries ignored an ulti- 
matum of Islamic extremists on 7 January to close down 
their embassies in Algeria. 


Libyans Reportedly Trained With BND Approval 


AU0601094795 Hamburg STERN in German 5 Jan 95 
pp 98-100 


[Report by Rudolf Lambrecht and Leo Mueller: “Mer- 
cenaries for the Dictator”} 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Signal flares illuminated the 
desert, sharpshooters were kneeling on the ground, vol- 
leys were fired. This happened every night for hours on 
end. Elite soldiers from Mu’ammar al-Qadhdhafi’s 
guards regiment were rehearsing war on a firing range 
between the Libyan dictator's headquarters and the 
international airport of Tripoli—giving fire protection to 
the government headquarters and neutralizing oppo- 
nents. 


The commanding officer was a former Bundeswehr 
paratrooper major—Hans Dieter Raethjen, a giant of 
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1.92 meters, with shori-cui reddish-blond hair, born in 
1938. He is an expert in the training of rangers— 
close-combat fighting, noiseless killing, operating behind 
enemy lines. 


Raethjen admitted to STERN that until 1983, he trained 
several squadrons of Al-Qadhdhafi’s elite force for 
almost five years, by secret order of the Federal Intelli- 
gence Service (BND) and with political backing from 
Bonn. He said the Libyans had wanted it “SS- like” 
[preceding quote in English]. “These characters— 
intelligence men, soldiers, and policemen—arrest, tor- 
ture, and shoot people.” He said some of those he had 
trained subsequently appeared in Libyan embassies—in 
Rome, for instance. 


Numerous documents that STERN has obtained show 
that training was handled through the Munich-based 
firm Telemit Electronic GmbH. This company supplied 
military hardware to Arab countries for years. In return, 
Telemit Manager Wolfgang Knabe in the late 1970's and 
early 1980's paid kickbacks in the millions to the Free 
Democratic Party [FDP]. 


The training operation is not only an explosive political 
issue; it was also illegal because, according to Raethjen, 
other German experts were hired—a violation of Section 
109 h of the Criminal Code, which prohibits “hiring 
individuals for foreign military service.” In addition, 
arms, ammunition, and special equipment were shipped 
to Libya—without official authorization, meaning in 
violation of the Export Control Law. 


Chief trainer Raethjen himself was a former BND man. 
From 1967 through 1974, the Bundeswehr transferred 
him to Pullach where he worked as an assistant in the 
sub-department for the “Near and Middle East.” In 
summer 1978—Raethjen was then a trainer at the Air- 
borne and Airtransport School in Altenstadt near Schon- 
gau—his former chief and friend, Cornelis Hausleiter, 
called him and asked him for a meeting. 


Hausleiter—BND cover name “Bernhard Fischer”—was 
known among his colleagues in Pullach for his predilec- 
tion for old Nazis such as former SS-standard leader 
Eugen Dollmann, who in the Third Reich acted as SS 
liaison officer to Mussolini. 


Hausleiter, who retired in 1991, was considered in 
Pullach to be the most important and most successful 
handling agent in the Middle East. In 1987, on behalf of 
the Federal Government, he negotiated the release of 
German hostages Rudolf Cordes and Alfred Schmidt in 
Lebanon. 


However, his special field was Libya. He told Raethjen 
during their meeting that the BND was to organize the 
training of Al-Qadhdhafi’s guard regiment. Raethjen: 
“Hausleiter asked me whether I would take over this 
task.” Any reservations he had were dispelled by the 
BND man who said that, after all, in this case the higher 
interests of the state were involved. One had to be 
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“accommodating toward the Libyans through this kind 
of confidence-building measures” to ensure oil supplies. 
Hausleiter gave Raethjen a Munich telephone number 
under which he would get further, more detailed infor- 
mation. It was the telephone number of Telemit, which 
had been bought by Al-Qadhdhafi’s figureheads in 1976. 
In his dubious arms deals with Arab countries, Telemit 
Manager Knabe cooperated closely with the BND, in 
particular with Hausleiter, alias Fischer. 


Raethjen travelled to Libya along with Andreas C. Rose, 
head of the Telemit export department. They were 
received by Khalifa Ahnish, commander of the Libyan 
guard regiment. Al-Qadhdhafi’s top bodyguard told the 
Bundeswehr officer that he must draft a training plan 
and be available as adviser in the construction of a large 
training center. The plans for the 50-million mark camp 
had been designed by an architect of the Telemit com- 
pany following the model of the Bundeswehr Combat 
Forces School in Hammelburg. 


Back home, Raethjen founded a consulting firm through 
which 13 trainers were hired for Tripoli, including 
former Bundeswehr officers as well as arms technicians. 
They got between 8,000 and 10,000 marks per month, 
with free lodging, food, and flights home. The con- 
tracting partner was the Telemit subsidiary Astro- 
Technik GmbH. 


In the fall of 1978, Raethjen sent his first trainer to 
Tripoli. In addition, military hardware supplies from 
Germany arrived in Libya—electronically controlled 
target simulation facilities, ammunition and sharp- 
shooter firearms, night- vision equipment, special binoc- 
ulars, and bullet-proof vests. Al- Qadhdhafi, whom they 
codenamed “Karl-Heinz,” received bullet-proof coats 
and jackets. No one was bothering with export licenses 
because the BND ensured the smooth handling of the 
matter. 


Raethjen told STERN that he met with his friend Hau- 
sleiter every month to discuss the progress of his work in 
Libya with him. They were both aware that he would 
have to give up his post as military officer. Late in 1978, 
Raethjen resigned from the Bundeswehr and in January 
1979 took over the command in Tripoli. 


At that time, relations between the Federal Republic and 
the Socialist People’s Republic of Libya were flourish- 
ing—which was primarily attributable to the FDP. Many 
mutual visits were paid. In June 1979, party leader 
Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher travelled to 
Tripoli to negotiate deals for oil for Germany and Airbus 
aircraft for Libya. His assistant Klaus Kinkel had 
become BND chief early the same year. 


The operation was making progress. Raethjen told 
STERN: “My commitment in Libya was accompanied 
by the BND with substantial emphasis. Along with my 
assistant Kleemann, I was included in the Pullach plan- 
ning to such an extent that we were given operational 
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names. | was codenamed “Randolin,’ Kleemann was 
*Klyde,” and Mr. Rose’s codename was *Roskoth.”” 


At first, the operation went smoothly. After former FDP 
Interior Minister Gerhart Baum and Foreign Minister 
Hans-Dietrich Genscher had been in Libya, it stagnated. 
“Khalifa Ahnish told me the Federal Government had 
promised that it would now officially take over the 
training and advanced training of the Libyan security 
forces,” Raethjen said. Raethjen was no longer needed. 
He was on the drink of economic ruin. The BND turned 
down his request for help: They could “not commit” 
themselves “in any way.” 


Raethjen turned to the supervisory authority of the BND 
in Bonn. He sent Manfred Schueler, then chief of the 
Chancellor's Office, a letter and described his commit- 
ment in Libya and the BND background. Raethjen 
complained about being dropped “like a hot potato.” 


Instead of promptly calling in a public prosecutor to put 
an end to Raethjen’s activities in Libya, the Chancellor's 
Office gave the BND under the leadership of Klaus 
Kinkel five months for an answer. In two letters that 
Raethjen received in the spring of 1981, it says the BND 
was not involved in the “project.” The BND was not in 
a position “in any way to help bear the burdens” with 
which Raethjen was now confronted. 


However, at Raethjen’s great surprise, the project in the 
desert was continued. In February 1983, he resigned. 
Al-Qadhdhafi’s people had urged him to include the 
making of letter bombs in the training program. That 
was too much for him. 


Al-Qadhdhafi is still profiting from the German adven- 
ture. Four Astro-Technik GmbH men are still working 
for the dictator. 


The BND is silent—as usual. The intelligence service 
told STERN that “basically, it does not provide any 
information on its operational work or matters con- 


cerning its employees.” 
Dailies Comment on Fighting in Chechnya 


Grachev Will ‘Probably’ Not Survive 


AU0701181495 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 6 Jan 94 p 10 
[“W.A.”-attributed commentary: “Great Russians 
Always”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Russian defense minister 
has miscalculated once again: General Grachev wanted 
to announce the final victory over Chechnya on 5 
January, but then he did not appear before the press. 
According to his initial ideas, what was to have been 
“settled” by a single battalion of paratroopers in a few 
hours has been dragging on for almost an entire month in 
a devastating manner. Grachev will probably not survive 
this war politically, because this great military operation, 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 











FBIS-WEU-95-005 
9 January 1995 


which has been beset by excesses more characteristic of 
some disorderly rabble of soldiers, has made him even 
more unpopular than he already was within his own 
Armed Forces. That makes some other generals all the 
more confident that their time has come. That is partic- 
ularly true of the last commander in chief of the Soviet 
occupation force in Afghanistan, Boris Gromov, and 
Aleksandr Lebed, who is trying to preserve a little piece 
of the Soviet Union in the Moldavian Dniester region. 
Their open criticism of Grachev and the way in which he 
has been conducting the war in the Caucasus has to be 
viewed against the background of the struggle to succeed 
him as defense minister. As far as their great Russian 
behavior is concerned, the generals are in complete 
agreement. 


West Must Stop ‘Pussyfooting’ Around 
AU0701203395 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
RUNDSCHAU in German 6 Jan 95 p 3 


[“wtr’’-attributed commentary: “Pussyfooting Yet 
Again”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] It is difficult to decide whether 
Boris Yeltsin is lying or whether he is no longer in 
control of the situation. His promise that the aerial 
bombing of Groznyy would be stopped immediately was 
not even kept for 24 hours. The Russian president now 
looks like a liar and he is making his friend Helmut Kohl 
look like a dupe. Kohl telephoned Yeltsin—far too late 
as it was—and welcomed Yeltsin’s “order.” 


Irrespective of whatever situation Yeltsin might find 
himself in, the West must stop pussyfooting. The war in 
Chechnya has long ceased to be a international law 
problem about Chechnya being a part of Russia. In 
Groznyy, Yeltsin is violating human rights and that 
concerns everyone. If Yeltsin’s actions carry no conse- 
quences, then the old, undemocratic forces in Russia will 
be encouraged to go further. It would, of course, be 
excessive and impossible to impose an economic 
blockade against Russia. However, there are sufficient 
opportunities to make it clear to the Russian Govern- 
ment that it will move closer to economic sanctions if it 
carries on in this manner. The European Union is 
proceeding in the right direction when it thinks out loud 
about shelving an economic treaty that is ready for 
signing. Bonn, which Moscow wishes to have as its 
partner in the West, should demonstratively suspend 
preparations for joint Russo-German maneuvers and 
cancel the meeting of the Russo-German Economic 
Cooperation Council that is to take place in St. Peters- 
burg. Moscow needs to be issued a clear and somewhat 
painful warning. 


West’s Position Sharply Criticized 
AU0701205195 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 6 Dec 95 
pl 


[Commentary by Christian Schmidt-Haeuer: “The Mad- 
ness Has a Certain Method” ] 
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{[FBIS Translated Text] Upper Volta with ruclear mis- 
siles—this is what Helmut Schmidt at one time called the 
Soviet Union. The Soviet Union and the Upper Volta 
have ceased to exist. What is left is Yeltsin's Russia and 
the missiles. Now the Kremlin Junta under the code 
name of Yeltsin is leading Russia in the direction of 
Rwanda. The columns of smoke over the inferno of 
Chechnya are also signalling that the Russia in which the 
romantics believed is going down, not the whole people, 
but Russia is going down in civil war and bankruptcy. 
Until well into the next millennium, the huge country 
will not form part of the “civilized world,” as they say in 
Moscow. There will only be isolated civilian sections of 
the people in that world hoping for democracy. What is 
left are the nuclear missiles. 


Since 11 December, the West cannot be certain any more 
that at least the sword of Damocles of nuclear war is 
blunt today. The children, women, and old people of 
Groznyy are not dying because of “‘criminal Chechnya.” 
They are dying for Russia’s military- industrial complex, 
which is trying, through this war of terror, to prevent its 
own collapse, ensure new arms orders, and restore the 
old military might. Madness and method are erratically 
linked in Chechnya. 


Even if the West had woken up earlier from its 
Christmas and winter sleep, Moscow's missiles would 
not have given it a chance to protect human rights in 
Chechnya effectively. To that extent, the situation was 
from the start different from what it was at the beginning 
of the Serbian war crimes. However, the helplessness in 
view of the “mass murder” of which democratic Russian 
parliamentarians speak, cannot excuse the ignorance and 
phlegm of the Western European chanceries. For three 
weeks, they failed to tell their own people the plain truth 
on the change in the Kremlin and guarantee the Eastern 
Central European nations protection from escalation 
and blackmail. No one has the courage to draw conclu- 
sions from the defeat that Milosevic’s “armed gangs” 
have given Europe by means of precisely dosed atrocities 
of war—while the Serbian scenario offers the present 
Kremlin Guard an ideal model of what the West can be 
expected to take. 


Let us take Bonn as an example. Not a word from 
Kohi—but a devastating flood of words from Kinkel. As 
late as last week, the foreign minister agreed with his 
Russian counterpart, Andrey Kozyrev, that an early 
political solution to this “internal Russian affair” had to 
be found in line with the Russian Constitution and that 
the rights of the citizens in this region had to be restored. 
Spassibo—thank you very much. The Kremlin defends 
its war of terror with this very formula. In interviews and 
talks, Kinkel for a long time expressed his understanding 
for Yeltsin who was having problems with Chechnya, 
and, in defense of the Kremlin, expounded the criminal 
structures of the Caucasus republic. Only the continuous 
bomb terror caused him to make his press spokesman 
criticize the violation of human rights. 
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Ignorance is not an extenuating circumstance for a 
German foreign minister—of a!! people—to “objectiv- 
ize” a war propaganda that systematically and globally 
presents the Chechnyans as crimirals—a persecuted and 
deported mountain people that have had little time to 
study the bourgeois forms and more refined corruption 
of Western Europe. 


If the task had been to destroy crime yy bombs, Yeltsin 
would at first have had to level his political home city of 
Yekaterinburg/Sverdlovsk to the ground—then Moscow, 
St. Petersburg, and Vladivostok. Groznyy does not have 
uranium, plutonium, aluminum, or large banks. 
Chechnya largely owes its arms and arms smuggling to 
the Russian Army, which prior to its withdrawal, by 
agreement of 25 May 1992 and with Grachev’s approval 
left half of all military hardware to President Dshokhar 
Dudayev. 


If the task had been to “restore constitutional order,” 
Yeltsin would have had to order not only Dudayev’s 
palace but also his own officia! residence bombed. In the 
referendum in March 1991, the Chechnyans had voted 
for the Soviet Union. They oniy proclaimed their sover- 
eignty following the putsch in August 1991 and an offer 
made by Yeltsin to this effect. In addition, the Soviet 
Constitution envisioned the right of self-determination, 
at least formally. Yeltsin dissolved the Soviet Union on 
his own authority and destroyed its Constitution by 
means of tank grenades at the White House in 1993. 
Dudayev certainly is not innocent, but no specialist in 
international law should thoughtlessly thre» the first 
stone at Chechnya. 


The bodyguards and security people in the Kremlin who 
keep Yeltsin in a good mood with tennis and the sauna 
do not bother about crimes or the Constitution. This 
“shadow staff intends to increase Russia's armaments 
on the ruins of Chechnya. The point is to ensure their 
power by means of the "i !itary industrial option. Con- 
cretely: 


Preventing presidential elections in 1996 by which 
Yeltsin would be swept away; destroying the govern- 
ments austerity program for 1995 (the Army and the 
arms industry have asked twice the sums earmarked for 
them); converting the peace budget into a war budget; 
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provoking the Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the 
Western camp to restore the enemy images for remilita- 
rization. . 

Bold combinations? Read the Army newspaper! Oleg 
Lobov, chairman of Yeltsin's obscure Security Council, 
states in that paper: “The Chechnyan events are forcing 
us to return to the problem of the Army’s authority... 
For the Army, all the necessary means will be envisaged. 
It will be one of the world’s best armies—which it has 
always been because Russia is traditionally a military 
state.” 


However, Russia can no longer be maintained and 
protected from cross-border chaos by means of a war- 
time economy. Moreover, a broad elite in opposition 
rejects a military police state (every minister dealing 
with Chechnya already wear camouflage uniforms). That 
is why the West must send clear signals against the storm 
of Groznyy: 


1. The upcoming rescheduling agreement and all respites 
for payment must be suspended. 


2. The Russia of the “shadow staff” will not be invited to 
the Group of Seven summit meetings. 


3. The West must not budge an inch to the efforts of the 
Lobov- Grachev-Korshakov group in the Kremlin for a 
revision of the Treaty on Conventional Forces in Europe 
(CFE)}—to deploy more armored vehicles in the Caucasus. 


4. Those who so far rejected the enlargement of NATO 
had good arguments. Those who now bring up their ifs 
and buts against Poland, the Czech Republic, Hungary, 
and other non-imperialist states in Eastern Central 
Europe, are leaving Europe to clear off into their “highly 
cultivated back garden” (John Le Carre). 


5. Sergey Kovalev, the unbending Russian human rights 
activist in Groznyy, should be nominated by all respon- 
sible institutions as a candidate for the Peace Nobel 
Prize 1995. 


The game is up in the 10th year after Gorbachev's 
departure. It is true that Prime Minister Chernomyrdin 
and moderate Yeltsin advisers have begun to extend 
initial peace feelers, and perhaps Defense Minister 
Grachev will now be sacrificed as the worst scapegoat. 
But this will not help Yeltsin clear himself of his sins. 
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Juppe Urges Yeltsin To Be ‘Transparent’ Over 
Chechnya 


BR0601141795 Paris LE FIGARO in French 6 Jan 95 p 5 
[Report by Pierre Bocev: “Europe Embarrassed” ] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Brussels—{Passage omitted] 
At the bilateral level France has gone the farthest: “If one 
wants to be a genuine pariner,” [Foreign Minister] Alain 
Juppe emphasized Wednesday [4 January], “he must be 
transparent and engage in negotiations and consulta- 
tions, and not violence and lip service.” [European 
Affairs Minister] Alain Lamassoure echoed these senti- 
ments yesterday, saying that Russia’s attitude was not 
“consistent with the model of European democracy.” 
[passage omitted] 


OSCE Mission? 


Yesterday, the French ambassador to Moscow was sup- 
posed to lead a delegation from the European Union in 
order to present the Russian foreign minister with a 
“request” concerning Chechnya: He was supposed to be 
met by Russian Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Niko- 
laiy Afanasievskiy. 


And what about in concrete terms? It is an OSCE 
mission, formerly the CSCE, the pan-European forum 
which served as a podium for Boris Yeltsin exactly one 
month ago to warn against the dangers of a “Cold 
Peace.” 


Europe would certainly have done better if it had raised 
its voice sooner and louder. Since yesterday, [outgoing 
Commission President] Jacques Delors has only been 
taking care of “routine matters” while awaiting the 
inauguration of Jacques Santer. But what abeut before 
then? 


Juppe Wants French-Iraqi Relations To Move 
Forward 


LD0601210595 Paris France-2 Television Network in 
French 1900 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Announcer] Iraq's Tariq Aziz 
secured a symbolic gesture this morning in Paris when 
the government announced that a French interests sec- 
tion would open in Baghdad. A report from Martine 
Laroche-Joubert and Bernard Ronflet: 


[Correspondent] An Iraqi official a guest of the French 
Foreign Ministry, something that had not been seen 
since the Gulf War. The talks between Alan Juppe and 
Tariq Aziz lasted 80 minutes. Alan Juppe awarded one 
good mark for Baghdad's recognition of Kuwait and 
poor ones over human rights and the fate of the prisoners 
of war. The balance was found sufficiently encouraging 
to justify opening a French interests section at the 


Romanian embassy in Baghdad. 
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[Begin Juppe recording] We hope it will be possible to 
move forward, for no one benefits from a blocked state 
of affairs. I believe it is necessary to move forward. jend 
recording} 

[Correspondent] These words are bound to bring joy to 
the hearts of the French businessmen who regularly 
travel to Iraq where they have already concluded prelim- 
inary contracts for the post- embargo period. Iraq is a 
very promising market, especially regarding the oil and 
construction indus‘ries. 

[Begin Ahmed Chiker recording, of the Association for 
the Development of Arab-French Relations] The Iraqi 
market is a more than promising one, it is a huge market 
opening up before us. The French companies are already 
on the ground there, but let us not forget that others are 
there too, such as the Italians, the Germans, the Turks, 
and even the Americans. So I believe it is very, very 
important that France be present in Iraq, and that a 
political thaw should come about. [end recording] 


[Correspondent] As for Saddam Husayn, however, he is 
blowing hot and cold. He asked today: Who will fire the 
next missile at Israel? This provocation came just 2s 
Tariq Aziz was departing for New York with Paris's 
encouragement to ask for the lifting of sanctions. But 
already there has been an expression of disapproval from 
Britain regarding the opening of a French interests 
section in Baghdad. 


[Announcer] Yes, and disapproval also from the United 
States, which this evening criticized France's decision, 
deemed neither opportune, nor useful nor constructive 
by Washington. On the same issue Francois Mitterrand 
said that the question was not to decide whether to talk 
to the Iraqis, but rather to decide what to tell them. 


Consultations on Algerian Situation Being 
Arranged 


LD0601212795 Paris Radio France International in 
French 1830 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Consultation meetings on the 
Algerian crisis are being organized. One of them was held 
in Paris this afternoon. Here is Adala Benraad: 


[Benraad] The French foreign minister in fact invited 
several experts from several Western countries to a Paris 
meeting. For the moment no details have been disclosed 
on the contents of this meeting. On the other hand, we 
know that the United States, Canada, and European 
Union [EU] countries which have embassies in Algiers 
were invited. The objective is to coordinate their security 
measures against the threats of the Algerian fundamen- 
talists, who have demanded the evacuation of all the 
embassies before Saturday 7 January. 


Even though the authenticity of this ultimatum has still 
not been established, Paris and its partners are taking the 
threats of armed operations by Islamic extremists more 
seriously than ever. A German team of security experts 
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has already been at work since this morning in Algiers, 
and a French Government mission, including members 
of the intelligence services, is expected to go to Algeria to 
examine the security of Algiers Airport. 

At the same time, Algeria is also taking initiatives. 
Interior Minister Abderrahmane Meziane Cherif has 
announced the organization of a Euro-Maghreban 
meeting on Fundamentalism on 20 Janvary in Tunis. 
For the first time, French, Italian, Portuguese, and 
Spanish interior ministers will meet their Algerian, 
Moroccan, and Tunisian counterparts. 

Finally, another initiative worth mentioning is the one 
taken by the Algerian opposition. The Italian Catholic 
community, Sant’Egidio, has announced the arrival in 
the Italian capital of leaders of the Algerian opposition, 
including those of the FIS [Islamic Salvation Front]. 
This meeting will be the second of its kind. [passage 
omitted] 


Juppe Urges ‘Real’ Elections 
BR0601155695 Paris LE FIGARO in French 6 Jan 95 p 5 


[Article signed “C.S.”: “After the United States, Great 
Britain, and Germany, Islamic Fundamentalists Request 
France To Close Algiers Embassy”’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [passage omitted on GIA 
threats to Western embassies] In Paris, Prime Minister 
Edouard Balladur said after an interministerial meeting 
on Wednesday [4 January] that France, “which supports 
the Algerian people, and just the people,” would main- 
tain its stance of “noninvolvement.” Foreign Minister 
Alain Juppe announced that “extra measures” would be 
taken “in the coming days” to strengthen “the security of 
the diplomatic and consular body in Algeria” and the 
security of air and sea links. 


Referring to the Algerian situation, the French foreign 
minister condemned the current “‘lack of action.” He 
said: “If we remain face to fece with the repressive 
Armed Forces on one side and the terrorist wing of the 
Islamic Salvation Front [FIS] on the other, the violence 
will last years and years. We will therefore have to 
resolve the situation through a democratic process 
leading to elections—but real elections.” [passage 
omitted] 


Defense Minister Views Algeria, Domestic Issues 


LD0901120195 Paris Europe No. 1 Radio in French 
0640 GMT 9 Jan 95 


[Telephone interview with French Defense Minister 
Francois Leotard by anchorman Franz-Olivier Giesbert; 
Leotard speaks from Frejus—live] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Giesbert] Good morning, 
Mr. Leotard. More than a year ago you were the first 
person to come out in favor of Edouard Balladur running 
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for president. Since the head of the government has 
given ministers freedom to speak, you have not said 
anything on the subject. Do you still support Edouard 
Balladur? 


[Leotard] [Passage omitted] Simone Veil and I were 
right, I think, just over a year ago when we publicly 
expressed hope that Edouard Balladur could continue 
his activity beyond the two years we have had, which 
take us to April. [passage omitted] We will conduct a 
campaign which will be very clear and very enthusiastic, 
because I think the country today needs a movement 
able to rally people and to lay down policies for the 
future. We will do this together. [passage omitted] 


{Giesbert] Philippe de Villiers announced yesterday that 
he will run in the presidential election. Do you think that 
he still belongs to the majority? 


{Leotard] [Passage omitted] I think the only useful role 
that Mr. de Villiers can play is to support the present 
prime minister: He is doing a lot for our country, and 
often along the lines that he himself calls for. [passage 
omitted] 


[Giesbert] Everyone has seen that Mr. Balladur and you 
get on very well together. We saw this during the hostage 
taking in the Air France Airbus. What lessons do you 
draw from this hijack? 


[Leotard] I think the first lesson is that firmness is not 
{word indistinct]. Firmness is an ongoing attitude: it is 
not a matter of being firm on the day of a hijack, it is for 
the whole week, every month, and every time you have a 
responsibility. And this is the case of the present prime 
minister. I think people should realize that under the 
outward appearance of courteousness—which is attrac- 
tive—he is a man of courage and decisiveness. 


[Giesbert] We should also speak of the GIGN, the 
Intervention Group of the National Gendarmerie, which 
comes under the Ministry of Defense—-in other words, 
you. You will say that [GIGN Commander] Major 
Favier, Denis Favier, did his work, but don’t he and his 
men deserve a little more than the mere congratulations 
of the minister? 


[Leotard] Well, I will tell you—and you are the first 
person I have told this to, but it is very important—that 
not only have I proposed that the Legion d’Honneur be 
awarded to Major Favier, but also to Colonel Janvier, 
who was also one of those involved in the operation, and 
that a number of awards—as many as 48, because the 
GIGN are a team—will go to honor this unit of the 
National Gendarmerie. 


I have made these proposals and they have been put to 
the prime minister and the president and they have been 
accepted, and they will be published today. [passage 
omitted] 


[Giesbert] There is a great debate on the Algerian ques- 
tion in the government. Where do you stand on this? On 
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the side of Charles Pasqua who wants active solidarity 
with the Algerian authorities against the fundamental- 
ists, or on the side of Alain Juppe who calls for a 
balanced policy? 


[Leotard] I will say something that may surprise you. I 
have a position which is perhaps unusual, but which I 
would like to see shared by everyone in France. I cannot 
understand why we have not adozied the same attitude 
toward Algerian democrats as we adopted toward the 
former dissidents of the Soviet empire. French society 
should have a movement of support for those people— 
who do exist—the Algerian Landsbergises, the Walesas, 
and the Havels, who are struggling against the tyranny of 
violence, or against tyranny, period, and who need 
support from Europeans, from people in the West. 


I think it is a real pity that the French public have not 
taken the same attitude to Algeria as they took toward 
the police states, the authoritarian or dictatorial regimes 
that used to exist in the East. 


[Giesbert] Couldn't the government show its support 
more for these dissidents, as you say? 


[Leotard] I receive them. And I will continue to do so. I 
am trying to insure that this small, thin, fragile voice of 
democracy can express its views in Algeria amidst the 
noise of violence. I think this is the attitude that the 
French public should adopt, not only politicians, not 
only the government, but of course the media as a 
whole—indeed you yourself do this often, with great 
courage: We have to help Algerian journalists, we have to 
help Algerian women, we have to help the officials of the 
democratic parties in Algeria as we used to do with the 
countries of eastern Europe. 


[Giesbert] Jean-Pierre Thomas, the treasurer of your 
party, the Republican Party [PR], has just been indicted 
in the affair of the financing of the PR. He said that three 
people knew what he was doing: Gerard Longuet, Alain 
Madelin, and you. Is that true? 


[Leotard] First of all I would like to pay tribute to Jean- 
Pierre Thomas who carried out a very difficult job for 
the PR before there was any law at all, and without ary 
laws it was extremely delicate. [passage omitted] 


[Giesbert] Jean-Pierre Thomas said he wiil not be a lamb 
to the slaughter. Does that worry you? 


[Leotard] He could have said scapegoat, that would have 
been more...[laughs] No, it doesn’t worry me at all. I 
think it is a very good thing that he should be questioned, 
that he can put forward the arguments, which are simply 
linked to the lack of legislation at the time. 


[Giesbert] Thank you, Mr. Leotard. Have a good day. 
{Leotard} Thank you. 
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Baliadur on Algeria, Presidential Election 
BRO901121195 Paris PARIS MATCH in French 12 Jan 95 
pp 48-53 


[Interview with French Prime Minister Edouard Bal- 
ladur by Laurence Masurel and Robert Serrou at Balla- 
dur’s Matignon office in Paris on 2 January: “Balladur-: 
“No, France Has Not Lost Its Sense of Virtue””} 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Passage omitted] [PARIS 
MATCH] Fortunately, the attack on the Air France 
Airbus ended well. You must be satisfied but, at the same 
time, does this not risk pushing the Islamists to seek 
retaliation? Last week, four White Fathers were mur- 
dered in Algeria. Are other reprisals to be feared? 


[Balladur] We find ourselves confronted with a terrorist 
threat. In such a case, there is only one attitude which is 
valid: To not give in, especially since three passengers 
had already been killed, including a French citizen. We 
thus had to make two difficult decisions: The first, get 
the Air France plane back to French territory with all its 
passengers, which meant that it was France which 
assumed all responsibility once the plane had landed at 
Marignane; second, to decide early in the morning of 
Monday, 26 December, on the attack by the GIGN 
[National Gendarmerie Intervention Group], to which 
we will never be able to fully express our gratitude. The 
Air France crew was also admirabie in its cool- 
headedness. The hostages were saved, which was our 
objective. As to the rest, one must understand well what 
France’s policy is: It is not motivated by hostility toward 
anyone—peoples, religions, or states. We wish to live in 
peace and cooperation with all countries, especially 
those which are closest to us by geography and history, 
such as Algeria. This leads us to not take sides in their 
internal problems. But, I repeat, we cannot tolerate 
terrorism and we will not tolerate it, ‘rom wherever it 
comes. 


We respect all religions and all faiths. We want all those 
who live in France to be protected and respected. But 
each person must also respect the laws of the Republic 
and the basic principles of French society. [passage 
omitted] 


[PARIS MATCH] Many people criticize you for not 
having created an electric shock in our society, and for 
letting yourself be confined in a certain maintenance of 
the status quo. Are they right? 


[Baliadur] No, they are wrong. Remember what was said 
in 1993 about the situation in France, about the eco- 
nomic recession, the steadily growing number of unem- 
ployed, the poor functioning of the system of justice, 
insecurity, France's international position. As for 
myself, why hide it, I was concerned when I assumed the 
responsibility of government: Would we manage to 
restore the situation in two years? That was the goal I set 
for myself, without being at all certain of attaining it. 


We have worked a great deal, we have instituted 
numerous reforms, and today the result is there: France 
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is beginning to do better. If it is doing better, it ts 
precisely because it has not been immobile. Results have 
been achieved: Growth is back; unemployment practi- 
cally stabilized in 1994 and will decline in 1995; the 
moral illness afflicting the nation can be diminished if 
we continue to apply the law and refrain from imposing 
politics on the system of justice. In addition, the success 
of the GATT negotiations, our action in Rwanda and 
Bosnia, and the elaboration of a stability pact to better 
guarantee peace in Europe have enabled France to assert 
its international role. 


But it is true that not everything is possible at once, that 
a certain number of the reforms we have instituted will 
take time to make their effects felt: | have in mind urban 
policy, employment, action for young people. Such prob- 
lems cannot be corrected in a few months, but only 
through effort, work, courage. Here again, it is a question 
of honesty: Of not letting the French people believe that 
suddenly everything will change as if by a miracle, 
because of the simple fact of the presidential election. 


[PARIS MATCH] Is it not basically the fault of cohabi- 
tation? Like the pelican, do your two wings, Mitterrand 
and Chirac, prevent you from walking and from fully 
committing yourself? 


[Balladur] It is true that cohabitation is experienced like 
a transition between the past and the future, between 
what is immediately possible and everything that is 
desirable. 


Much more will be possible after the presidential elec- 
tion, that is true. Power will then find its political unity, 
I hope, and the electoral deadline will no longer weigh on 
people's minds and behavior. 


But if | committed myself to cohabitation at a time when 
there were not so many candidates, it was because I felt 
that, once it had been asked of me, I did not have the 
right to refuse: France was severely affected from both 
the material and moral standpoints; it was necessary to 
set to work immediately. Now that the results are 
appearing, we must think of what comes next. The goal 
of the presidential campaign is to give the French hope 
and optimism, to tell them not to be afraid of the future, 
to convince them that France is a great country for which 
much is possible, so long as the French people are more 
united. 


As soon as the presidential election is over and the 
French people have chosen a power which is united and 
assured of lasting, everything will change and everything 
will become possible. [passage omitted] 


{PARIS MATCH] Democracy seems to be very fragile, 
and thus under threat. Is it not the nature of a democracy 
to be challenged? From what does French democracy 
suffer the most? What safeguards should be installed? 


[Balladur] The foundation of democracy is liberty, and 
thus a critical spirit and the use and acceptance of 
criticism. This is not a sign of fragility. 1 am convinced 
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that democracy in our country ts not threatened. What it 
suffers from is the absence of truth, the absence of 
intellectual honesty. | do not support arguments which I 
find to be often artificial, ritual insults, this gesturing 
which politics too often makes into a spectacle. Safe- 
guards? They are always the same: The people, their 
decision; the law, respect for it. 


[PARIS MATCH] You wrote: “The interest of our 
country calls for action. We must choose between reform 
or decline. The rest is unimportant.” 


[Balladur] Yes, I wrote that in 1992; this is what I have 
attempted to do since 1993. A/l the reforms v hich were 
promised in my general political speech of 8 April 1993 
have been basically accomplished. If France is doing 
better, if it has started moving forward again, then 
undoubtedly we have something to do with it. Certainly 
we still have a long way to go, but the situation is 
improving. One caution, however: We have not yet 
extricated ourselves from the problems created in public 
opinion by the affairs in which money and politics are 
mixed. We have adopted a position: Let justice take its 
course without political intervention, see to it that the 
law is applied as strictly to the powerful as to the weak. 
Who can say that we have not respected this policy 
which I established? 


[PARIS MATCH] You always assert that you tell the 
truth when you are questioned. Why then are you 
waiting so long to make a statement on your candidacy 
for the presidential election? Is that not called a lie by 
omission? 

[Baliadur] In 1993, | made a commitment: To devote 
myself for two years to the country’s recovery, and to see 
to it that my action not be complicated or paralyzed by 
a mixture of preoccupations, at least not before 1995. 
My government basically followed the same line until the 
fall of 1995. Since then, a certain agitation has overtaken 
attitudes. As for me, I have kept to the commitment | 
made. 


[PARIS MATCH] Do you feel yourself to be the candi- 
date of the “well-off districts” or of all the French 
people? 

[Balladur] No candidate can be that of one social cate- 
gory against the others, except by relying on fears which 
maintain divisions in society. We can see well what the 
French people aspire to: Optimism, determination, and 
the reconciliation of everyone in the service of the 
country. [passage omitted] 


Leotard Explains Common European Defense 
AU0801181995 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 7-8 Jan 95 p 8 


[Interview with French Defense Minister Francois Leo- 
tard by Rudolph Chimelli in Paris; date not given: 
“Europe Needs the Cooperation of National Armed 
Forces” 
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[FBIS Translated Text] [Leotard] There is one road that 


with a legitimate democratic power, and because this 
democratic power in these countnes leads the armed 
forces. However, there are other approaches. They con- 
sist in grouping armed forces for operations agreed upon 
by the governments—armed forces that would be pre- 
pared for such tasks and would allow us to respond 
rapidly to any existing challenge. An example is the Euro 

Corps, which has now been formed around the Franco- 


two Franco-Spanish-Italian rapid deployment forces that 
we are setting up—an air-and-naval force and a land 
force. Moreover, there is the example of the Franco- 
British Air Force. Multinational armed forces are being 
set up in Europe everywhere; they will be able to act 
jointly in crises. I think this is a good formula. We must 
assign these units to the Western European Union 
[WEU] step by step. 


[Chimelli] In these cases, bi- or trilateral agreements are 
involved, but not a European institution in the proper 
sense of the word. 


[Leotard] It is difficult to imagine today a single army of 
15 countries having a common status, uniform, law, and 
mission. At the service of which government should such 
an army be? There is no real European government. This 
still belongs to the realm of utopia. Nonetheless, the 
Europeans must be aware that defense is essential for 
their identity and their future. It will certainly be an 
essential area of cooperation in the years to come. I am 
highly impressed by the progress we have made in recent 
months. Just look at France! At the last four summit 
meetings (with Germany, Spain, Italy, and Great Brit- 
ain), it was always defense that brought syrnbolic and 
tangible results. Owing to the mere fact that it will 
become operational in 1995, the Euro Corps, which took 
part in the parade on 14 July, will become a symbol of 
what the Europeans are able to do. It is a unit of the land 
forces that can be deployed in a crisis. 


[Chimelli] The Franco-British Air Force staff must be set 
up rapidly. When will the Franco-Spanish-Italian unit be 
sel up? 


[Leotard] In principle, in 1995. Unlike the Euro Corps, 
only a very small command staff will be set up for the 
air-and-naval force. For the land force, the existing staffs 
will remain. So there will be no heavy structures. The 
second difference is that they are forces that are available 
as reserve. The three countries know that they can draw 
on a reservoir of 5,000 men each. This means a consid- 
evable strength, but it is not the same as the Euro Corps 
with its 50,000 men and its largely integrated staff in 
Strasbourg. 


[Chimelli] How do you view the prospects of an enlarge- 
ment of NATO? 
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[Leotard] At the Brussels summit of January 1994, we 
suggested to the Central and Easiern European countries 
a partnership for peace concept. This is a formula that is 
both flexible and very open. It allows each of the 
countries involved to make proposals for bilateral rela- 
tions in the security area. If one wants to go too fast and 
too far with the enlargement of NATO, one will incur 
certain risks. We should today at first implement the 
partnership for peace program successfully before we go 
very fast and very far with the enlargement of NATO. 
Nonetheless, I think of countries like Poland, with which 
we held Franco-German-Polish joint maneuvers in 
France last year. In this respect, concrete steps forward 
were made in certain areas. Thesx: countries should at 
first get closer to the European Unior. and its ermed 
organization, which will be the WEU. I think France 
a oe 
NATO. 


[Chimelli] Will this satisfy the East Europeans? 


[Leotard] We recommend dealing with the problem as a 
whole, and | said on another occasion that the enlarge- 
ment of the European Union and NATO should go hand 
in hand and should complement each other. I realize that 
the East Europeans want more. However, we must 
consider two aspects. We should not form a new bloc 
around Russia, a bloc that would create nationalist 
developments in Russia :.-clf, which would be dangerous 
for the whole world. In addition, we must consider that 
a massive and rapid enlargement would deeply change 
the nature of NATO. It was a defense alliance— 
defensive, and for what purpose? For France to suggest a 
gradual reform of NATO means that it is 4cang so in the 
context of the post-Cold War era, which makes it neces- 
sary for us to pursue a different logic. The crisis in the 
former Yugoslavia has shown us well that structures like 
those of NATO are heavy and hardly capable of coping 
with new types of crises. Therefore it is better to deal 
with the problems of NATO and start an internal reform 
process, instead of mechanically spreading its present 
system to the East. 

[Chimelli] How do you visualize possible Bundeswehr 
missions in areas outside the Alliance? 

[Leotard] | am among those who have publicly 
applauded the Federal Constitutional Court ruling. As a 
Frenchman and in view of the international role that 
Germany can and must play, I so wished it. That is why 
it was a very good ruling for Germany and Europe. We, 
the Germans and the French, could begin with common 
humanitarian missions. Regrettably, history will give us 
new occasions such as in Somalia and Rwanda. It is my 
wish that some day, young Germans and French can 
work together in humanitarian missions—for instance, 
in Africa. This would give our relationship a very nice 
prestige, an image of a hand extended, of help for the 
people, and preservation of peace. 

[Chimelli] There is talk about the option of Tornado 
fighter aircraft of the Federal Luftwaffe giving cover to 
the withdrawing peace forces from Bosnia. 
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[Leotard] I understand very well that the German Cov- 
ernment does not want to dispatch ground forces. 
Everyone is seeing the reasons. There is no polemic at all 
on this issue. However, if Alliance members were in a 
situation of withdraw4, | would wish the Luftwaffe 
could intervene. I remind you of the fact that the 
Germans are already present in the Adriatic Sea, on 
AWACS aircraft. There are already forms of German 
military presence. This is a good thing. 
[Chimelli] The mission of the ground forces in Bosnia is 
intended to kcep peace, a mission of the German Luft- 
waffe wouid be a military operation. 


[Leotard] There is the “Deny Flight” operation of U.S., 
Dutch, British, French, and Spanish aircraft. What 
important reason prevents Germany from taking part in 
it? 


{Chimelli] Can the French contingent stay in Bosnia for 
yet very long? 


[Leotard] I would be tempted to say, as long as its 
mission is not completed. But we never said that we 
would stay indefinitely. As a permanent member of the 
UN Security Council, we feel we bear responsibility for 
the preservation of peace in Europe. UNPROFOR [UN 
Protection Force] has a substantial task in Bosnia— 
contain the conflict. If the conflict were to spread—in 
the south to Kosovo and Albania, and in the north to 
Croatia—this would throw us 50, if not 70 or 80 years 
back. Then there would be the danger that new conflicts 
would break out in southern Europe, conflicts that would 
really have international dimensions. On the one hand, 
there would be the Russians in solidarity with the Serbs, 
on the other hand, there would be Muslim states in 
solidarity with the people of Kosovo or the Muslims of 
Bosnia. Would the European Union remain in agree- 
ment in view of such a situation getting totally out of 
hand? All these questions must be asked to assess the role 
UNPROFOR is playing, and the role the contact group is 
playing of which Germany is a member and which is 
dealing with the crisis daily. 

[Chimelli] How do you assess cooperation with Ger- 
many? 


[Leotard] 1 have old relations with Defense Minister 
Volker Kuehe. Not a week passes without our tele- 
phoning with each other, and hardly a month passes 
without our meeting with each other. I am among those 
who believe that without Germany, Europe is not 
Europe. I have had many meetings with Chancellor 
Kohl, and I have always been impressed by his convic- 
tion that we must build Europe despite all the difficul- 
ties. When General de Gaulle took Konrad Adenauer 
morally by his hand to guide him to Mass in the 
Cathedral of Reims where France’s kings were anointed, 
this was a gesture like that of Chancellor Kohi and 
Francois Mitterrand in Verdun or the parade on /4 July. 
Such gestures show the people on both sides of the Rhine 
that they have a common fate. 
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Mitterrand on EU Presidency, Nuclear Deterrent 
BRO601155395 Paris LE FIGARO in French 6 Jan 95 p 7 


{Report by Jean-Philippe Moinet: *Mitterrand’s Wish 
for Europe”’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] We have known for a long time 
that Francois Mitterrand does not want to remain 
“inert.” With less than five months to go before the end 
of his mandate, the head of state intends influencing if 
not the final result of the presidential campaign then at 
least the debate of ideas that this engenders. 


He said on Wednesday evening [4 January], speaking 
from the Elysee Palace in the presence of a stoical [Prime 
Minister] Edouard Balladur, relaying the season's greet- 
ings of the “constitucnt bodies”: “Our natures and 
desires must be prepared to face up to the contradiction 
of destinies.” This “contradiction of destinies” is written 
into our Constitution, the presidential election giving 
rise to a confrontation of ambitions which sets the tempo 
and organizes our political life. The head of state went on 
to observe: “The time has come: That is the law and the 
rule, and that is life.” 


a way ety “shared domain,” if there is one, 

the European issue is one of the subjects on which 
Francois Mitterrand intends having his say, stressing 
that, institutionally, he is the major power. His entou- 
rage has made it clear: Even though the French presi- 
dency of the European Union [EU] does not, in the first 
instance, have serious matters at stake, the head of state 
intends taking “weighty” initiatives and laying down the 
“broad design” for the Community for the end of the 
century. 


Consensus 


Yesterday, while Edouard Balladur was receiving 
[German Chancellor] Helmut Kohl in Chamonix, the 
Elysee announced that Francois Mitterrand had fixed 
the date of 17 January to inform the European Parlia- 
ment in Strasbourg of the French presidency's program. 
There is no doubt that the “social Europe” will feature 
prominently in his speech since this subject was one of 
the issues he raised in recent discussions with the prime 
minister. Explaining that the “grandeur of France” 
necessitated European integration, the head of state said 
in his New Year's message to the French people on 31 
December: “I have asked the prime minister to attach 
particular importance to social policy which is too often 
neglected.” 


This message was taken up at the latest Council of 
Ministers meeting: According to government spokesman 
Nicolas Sarkozy, Edouard Balladur expressed his desire 
that “we take advantage of the French EU presidency to 
give real substance to the social issue, which has too 
often remained at the level of words.” Thus the violins of 
cohabitation are trying to get into tune. 
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Cn defense issues the head of state yesterday obtained a 
consensus. Speaking to all chiefs of staff and in the 
presence of Defense Minister Francois Leotard, Francois 
Mitterrand in particular observed that the nuclear deter- 
rent, which “by its nature is a hard thing to share,” could 
not be transferred orto the European scale: “There is no 
question of us changing our strategy.” He noted that, in 
other fields, ““a European defense community is being set 
up. We must push ahead with European defense in a 
pragmatic way and strengthen the Western European 
Union.” There is no risk of this wish being denied by Mr. 
Balladur. 


Mitterrand To Leave Office Without Remorse, 
Regret | 

LD0601223895 Paris France-2 Television Network in 
French 1900 GMT 6 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] At a meeting today with 
union and employers’ representatives, to whom he con- 
veyed his New Year wishes, Francois Mitterrand struck 
a note of social concern for the homeless and the low 


paid. [passage omitted] 


In the early evening Francois Mitterrand presented his 
New Year wishes to the press, telling his audience that he 
will endeavor to carry on his duties for as long as his 
strength will allow him. Arlette Chabot, it would appear 
from the president’s words that he feels the time has 
come to start preparing his departure. 


[Chabot in studio] Yes. It remains to be seen whether 
Francois Mitterrand will wish—or will be able to—write 
his memoirs. At any rate we have for some time felt that 
Francois Mitterrand is in an autobiographical frame of 
mind. [passage omitted] Today we realized that his last 
four months at the Elysee Palace will be devoted to 
justifying the presidency—his presidency. [passage 
omitted] 


Today, speaking of his personal conduct, he said he has 
nothing to reproach himself for. In an answer to those 
who claim, for example, that he owns one of France’s 
largest fortunes, he said: I would not know how to buy a 
stockmarket share; 14 years of studies for nothing. 


He justified his action as a socialist president often 
criticized by his own friends for his economic options of 
the past 14 years, notably the hardest option of all thzt 
came to be known as the austerity phase of 1983-84. One 
can implement a policy in a Lenin-like fashion, and we 
all know how that ends, or we can go for compromise 
solutions. Such is the choice: my conscience is clear. 


In connection with the coming presidential election, the 
head of state believes that he has the duty to observe a 
certain aloofness, and that it is up to the socialist party to 
chose their candidate. He hopes to be succeeded by a 
socialist. [passage omitted] 


In conclusion, Francois Mitterrand stated that he will 
leave the Elysee with neither remorse nor regrets, even 
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with a certain feeling of relief. In the history of the 
century, my 14-year presidency will be among the impor- 
tant but controversial pages of the history of France and 
of the left, the head of state added. Hence no doubt the 
need to explain and explain again. 


soeeet Dusty Ganetions t Seapis Condisnay 


BRO90112108° Paris LES ECHOS in French 6 Jan 95 
p 36 


{Unattributed article: “Jospin Candidacy: Mixed Reac- 
tions on the Left”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Former Socialist party leader] 
Lionel Jospin will need all his pedagogical skills if he is to 
convince people that he is the candidate that the Left 
needs for the presidential election. The surprise 
announcement of his candidacy for the Socialist Party 
[PS] on Wednesday [4 January] met with a mixed 
reception in the PS and on the Left in general. 


Thus, the party’s Secretary General Henri Emmanuelli 
said yesterday that the process for finding a candidate 
inside the PS was only just beginning. Nor did Roland 
Dumas, a close friend of Francois Mitterrand, shine with 
enthusiasm, considering yesterday that Lionel Jospin 
had the merit of having “opened the debate,” before 
slipping in the comment that the fact of presenting the 
grassroots supporters with a number of candidates was 
“a PS tradition.” As for Jean Poperen, a member of the 
PS National Bureau, he said that Lionel Jospin “risked 
complicating things (...). I would not like there to be 
another subcongress of Rennes.” 


On the other hand, Pierre Moscovici, another member of 
the National Bureau, stressed that Lionel Jospin, 
although not the “ideal candidate” for the PS, is “the 
right man for the situation. I think he will be able to 
engender the unanimity of the Socialists and unite 
them.” While Georges Sarre, a friend of Jean-Pierre 
Chevenement, considered Lionel Jospin to be “a good 
candidate of the Left,” the former Radical Movement of 
the Left [MRG] man issued a press release that did not 
pull any punches: For Bernard Tapie’s party (MRG) 
Lionel Jospin, “the man, his ideas, and the method he 
has chosen represent the exact opposite of what the Left 
needs today.” 


Rightist Philippe de Villiers To Run for President 


LD0801194195 Paris France-2 Television Network in 
French 1900 GMT 8 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Announcer] The right wing 
has an extra candidate for the next presidential elections. 
The deputy of Vendee, Philippe de Villiers, has joined 
the battle. He explained to Veronique Saint-Olive and 
Vincent Maillard this afternoon: 


[Begin Philippe de Villiers recording] Yes, I am a candi- 
date. I am a candidate who will give the French back 
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their sovereignty; | am a candidate who will liberate the 
French at work, and I am a candidate who will give the 
French a pledge of honesty and security. [end recording] 


[passage omitted] 


Ecologist Chosen as Presidential Candidate 


LD0801144695 Paris LCI Television in French 1230 
GMT 8 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Antoine Waechter is a candidate 
for the presidential election. The Independent Ecologist 
Movement nominated its president as its candidate in 
the presidential election during a general meeting. He 
was chosen by 92.9 percent of those taking part in the 
vote. Antoine Waechter is the third ecologist candidate 
to declare after Dominique Voynet and Brice Lalonde. 
In the 1988 presidential election Antoine Waechter, who 
was then the only ecologist candidate, obtained 3.78 cent 
of the votes. 


Delors’ Withdrawal, Possible Return Viewed 
95P20327A 


(FBIS Media Note] The 17 December Paris conservative 
weekly LE POINT published a commentary on the 
“electoral earthquake” caused by European Commission 
President Jacques Delors’ recent withdrawal from the 
race to succeed outgoing President Francois Mitterrand, 
as well as a tongue-in-cheek view of Delors’ possible 
return to the race. 


Delors Decision Said To Have Deep Effect 


Delcrs’ decision not to run provoked an “electoral 
earthquake” and deeply affected the prospects of the 
Left. It also “modified the fate of French political 
society,” commented Alain Duhamel in his weekly 
column in LE POINT. Delors had an “unprecedented” 
chance to bring about a thorough modernization of 
society, an opportunity that is now lost, according to 
Duhamel. A Delors presidency would have fostered the 
“democratization of the presidential institution,” since 
the French president after 1958 has been a sort of 
“republican monarch.”” Because of his simplicity and 
aversion to protocol and pomp, Delors would have been 
a “democratic sovereign,” Duhamel continued. His 
intention to reduce the presidential term to five years 
“would have inaugurated a more contemporary, more 
direct, and less imperial” form of responsibility. Delors 
would have succeeded in transforming the Socialist 
Party (PS) into a social-democratic movement, helping it 
to “change centuries,” Duhamel maintained. He would 
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even have been able to teach the French Left the “nec- 
essary reinvent ion of a social dialogue worthy of its 
name,” Duhamel continued. France’s “particular role 
within the EU” would have been clarified by a Delors 
presidency, he asserted. Until recently France had been 
Europe’s political “godmother.” The initiative has now 
passed to Germany. “Bonn accelerates, London puts on 
the brakes, and France is a mere passenger,” Duhamel 
contended. France, he added, “‘must believe in Europe so 
that Europe listens to France.” In Delors’ absence, the 
Euroskeptics will grow in importance and “each of their 
steps forward will mean a further decline in French 
influence in the Union.” According to Duhamel, Delors 
would have proposed significant institutional and polit- 
ical initiatives to offset the necessary economic and 
monetary convergence. His departure from the political 
arena leaves France “even more archaic than in years 
past.” 

‘Machiavellian’ Delors Lampooned 

In a one-page cartoon, Delors was depicted musing on 
his decision to withdraw from the race while walking, 
jogging, exercising, swinging from a tree, and resting—all 
the while apparently on a jaunt through the woods. He 
expressed satisfaction with his decision, arguing that 
Marie, his wife, was against his running. “While an 
excellent housewife, fixing herself up to receive fusspots 
at the Elysee was not her thing,” he mused. Similarly, he 
continued, his daughter Martine Aubry was “not hot” 
about his entering the race, arguing that if Delors 
appointed an incompetent minister of finance, her polit- 
ical career “would be shot.” Making official visits to an 
imaginary and apparently unpleasant “Petaouchnok 
where people are busy killing each other” and taking a 
chance of getting shot in the process “is not worth even 
a state funeral.” Hosting official dinners for “Queen 
This or Emperor That” is not “my idea of nice family- 
TV evenings,” Delors continued in the cartoon. In 
addition, he speculated, his withdrawal “will complicate 
the situation of the Right,” whose candidates will find 
themselves at the top of the polls and will “cannibalize 
each other like crazy.” The Left may consider former 
Minister of Culture Jack Lang a replacement presidential 
candidate—but with a “fluorescent” Lang, the Left will 
go “from shadow to light and vice versa faster than 
[Mitterrand] can blink,” the cartoon had Delors say to 
himself. He concluded, ““My number with Anne Sinclair 
[the television appearance at which he announced his 
decision] was well-staged... I plunged them all into a 
reeking sauce and gave them the surprise of their lives... 
Yes I did, because even if I don’t look like it, Machia- 
vellian as I am, once they have all defined their strate- 
gy...I can still change my mind.” 
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Cossiga Sets Conditions for Prime Minister 
Mandate 


BRO901105295 Turin LA STAMPA in Italian 7 Jan 95 
p2 


[Interview with former Italian President Francesco Cos- 
siga by Guido Tiberga; place and date not given: “Prime 
Minister, If Everybody Agrees”’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Passage omitted] [Tiberga] 
Many feel that, in the end, the president will have no 
choice but to offer you the mandate. What do you think 
in that regard? 


[Cossiga] I will tell you what I think in two words. It is 
abnormal for a former president of the Republic to 
become prime minister. And anyway, without wishing to 
say that [Communist Renewal Secretary] Bertinotti or 
the PDS [Democratic Party of the Left] are right, it can 
hardly be said that I was a placid, impartial president... 


[Tiberga] Quite, in fact you were known as the pickax 
wielder... 


[Cossiga] Exactly. I was a president of division [rottura]. 
Now I am prepared to head a government with an 
emergency program, with the backing of the most impor- 
tant political forces. To be clear: a government with the 
backing of Forza Italia and the PDS. Otherwise it would 
be a government taking sides. A former president cannot 
head a government which is other than impartial. 
Unless... 


[Tiberga] Unless? 


[Cossiga] Well, I would also be prepared to settle in to 
the Palazzo Chigi [government seat] if Scalfaro were to 
summon me as a “caretaker” [“‘garante”’} to ensure the 
proper organization of elections in the short-term. On 
those conditions I would agree even if that were not to 
the liking either of the Knight [Berlusconi nickname], or 
of [PDS Secretary] D’Alema, or of both. [passage 
omitted] 


Maroni: ‘Different’ League To Emerge From 
Congress 

LD0801182095 Rome RAI Televideo Teletext in Italian 
1710 GMT 8 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] During the Northern League’s 
congress in February “two different proposals will be 
discussed.” According to Roberto Maroni [interior min- 
ister, Northern League member], from that congress “a 
different League will emerge.” On the present political 
situation, the dissident League members say “we will do 
everything possible to stop elections in March, but not at 
the cost of allowing a government on the rebound.” 


Maroni says: “If elections are held in March, the League 
is finished. If the League is finished, then federalism is 
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also finished.” Bossi’s path “is destined to take the ship 
on to the rocks;” the dissidents want “‘the rudder to steer 
it to safety.” 


Maroni Wants ‘Political Truce’ Until Party 
Conferences 

LD0601214195 Rome RAI Due Television Network in 
Italian 1845 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Announcer] in the world of 
politics, this is a weekend of reflection ahead of the new 
round of consultations ihe president will hold from 9 
January. The party leaders are not saying anything 
today, but the row over what happens after Berlusconi 
rages on. [passage omitted] 


Into this complicated picture steps [outgoing Northern 
League Interior Minister Roberto] Maroni, {Northern 
League leader Umberto} Bossi’s ally and rival. He has 
unexpectedly called for a political truce until the 
Northern League and National Alliance party confer- 
ences. Maroni is interviewed by Alessandro Casarin: 


[Begin recording] [Maroni] Ahead of these two appoint- 
ments—the National Ailiance and League party confer- 
ences—I have asked that the dialogue within these 
parties, above all in the League, be allowed to run their 
course, and that we look at whether a Freedom Alliance 
government can be re-formed. 


{Casarin}] So, you want a solution to the crisis after 11 
February, after the Northern League conference? 


{[Maroni] There are various possibilities here. That is 
what is needed on a political time scale, but on the time 
scale of the economy and the markets a government is 
required immediately. I believe that everyone— 
politicians and parties—should step back and leave the 
management of this crisis in the able and wise hands of 
the president. 


[Casarin] Yesterday [Democratic Party of the Left leader 
Massimo] D’Alema said that together the Democratic 
Party of the Left [PDS] and Italian Popular Party [PPI] 
would win the elections. Where does the Northern 
League stand, with the PDS and the PPI, with the 
Freedom Alliance, or does it stand alone? 


[Maroni] As far as | am concerned, I have already been 
saying for some time that I believe the Freedom Alliance 
experience is anything but over—indeed, it has only just 
begun. It is a difficult experience, which has split and is 
splitting the Northern League. I believe it is an experi- 
ence which must continue. 


[Casarin] What odds today for giving the country a new 
government? 


{Maroni] It is hard to say. I believe it will depend on the 
outcome of the two conferences, of which we spoke 
beforc. I believe it would be very useful to wait for the 
outcome of these conferences, because prospects which 
are now closed could open up. In particular, after the 
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Northern League conference we will find out and know 
with some certainty whether the Northern League as a 
whole will remain within the Freedom Alliance or 
whether it is decided to go down a different path. [end 
recording} 


[Announcer] [National Alliance leader Gianfranco] Fini 
has come out against Maroni’s ideas. He said it would be 
impossible to keep the political crisis unresolved for a 
month. He added that it was interesting that Maroni 
foresaw elements of change and novelty in the National 
Alliance and Northern League conferences. Fini then 
said he had had a telephone conversation with [former 
president Francesco] Cossiga, one of the likely candi- 
dates to lead a coalition with broad support, and had 
reiterated the National Alliance’s no. So, there has been 
no truce. 


Meanwhile, PPI leader [Rocco] Buttiglione has warned 
against early elections, which he said would be a blood- 
less coup. 


Forza Italia Meeting Prelude to Election Campaign 


BR0601155795 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
6 Jan 95 p 2 


{Report by Vittorio Testa: “Urbani-Previti—The Elec- 
tion Duet is Born”} 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Milan—Here comes the anthem 
again (For-za I-ta-li-a), the Italian flag waving, Club 
President Angelo Codignoni in a double-breasted suit. 
Here is the “Blue” [Forza Italia parliamentary group] 
election campaign again. It was 1700 [1600 GMT] 
yesterday afternoon. The headquarters of Forza Italia 
was besieged with journalists. Inside, Edoardo Teruzzi, 
from Brugherio—chiselled features, a Berlusconi fol- 
lower from the outset, a former DC [Christian Demo- 
cratic Party] mayor who was dazzled by the Knight 
[Berlusconi nickname] and then tempted to join Edil- 
nord [Fininvest construction company] as a surveyor, 
and finally to join Forza Italia as an organizer—was 
furious because the diffident secretaries would not let 
him enter. ““Who are you? Teruzzi? We do not know you. 
We will have to check.” “For God’s sake, I am Teruzzi. 
I knew Mr. Berlusconi when he was a babe in arms. I am 
the one who built the [Fininvest ad agency] Publitalia 
building and the Viale Isonzo headquarters.” “Calm 
down, we are checking.” Two minutes passed. “Okay,” 
the secretary said, reassured by the bigwigs. Teruzzi 
replied with an ironic “thank you so much” and a bitter 
cloud caused by his angry puffing on an MS [brand of 
Cigarette}. 


Yes, in the Via dell’Umilta, headquarters of the “Blue” 
movement, the election campaign had already begun. 
The generals were meeting—the prime minister's com- 
mittee, in other words the political leadership. The 
meeting was expanded to include Gianni Pilo, the guru 
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of the polls, and especially Marcello Dell’Utri, the big 
boss at Publitalia, the driving electoral force behind 
Forza Italia. 


At 1700 Berlusconi arrived and ran to the elevator. 
“From now on, no matter how things go, the election 
campaign is already under way,”’ [Berlusconi 
spokesman] Antonio Tajani explained: “They want to 
form a government supported by the Communist 
Renewal? That is a present for us. We will go out into the 
streets every day shouting about the reversal, and about 
Buttiglione and Bossi bringing the communists to power 
for the first time in Italy’s history.” In short, Berlusconi 
and his faithful have no doubts: The Pole is still united. 
There will be no support for any government unless a 
date has first been given for the elections. 


The Knight rushed through a day filled with meetings 
and phone calls. He had lunch with Letta, Fini, and 
Tatarella. He had phone calls with D’Onofrio, Casini, 
Pannella, and Michelini. His colleagues stayed in touch 
with rebel League members. Yes, the stance remains one 
of entrenched firmness, of the attack against Scalfaro, 
and of sowing confusion in the League and the PPI 
{Italian Popular Party]. This line was approved unani- 
mously the other night at the plenary meeting of parlia- 
mentarians. Is there rebellion within? “There is none,” 
Tajani said: “Of course there are people who are con- 
ceri‘. There are some deputies who were elected in 
constituencies that were not very secure and who are 
trembling somewhat at the idea of holding elections 
again. However, there is no question of a single Forza 
Italia parliamentarian voting differently than prescribed 
by Berlusconi.”” What about the doves? “That has all 
been worked out.” 


The leading dove provides an example. Minister 
Giuliano Urbani has joined the prime minister's com- 
mittee. Together with Valducci (the administrator), he 
will be the deputy for Previti, the hawk, the movement’s 
coordinator. The committee will continue to include— 
apart from Berlusconi, of course—Tajani, Caligaris, Val- 
ducci, Martino, Spingardi, Del Debbio, Letta, Codi- 
gnoni, and the two parliamentary floor leaders, Dotti 
and La Loggia. Urbani has also joined the crisis com- 
mittee, a body which was born out of yesterday's 
meeting, and led by Berlusconi, Previti, Urbani, Mar- 
tino, and Grillo (who was formerly in the PPI). Ber- 
lusconi has also created the election committee, which 
will be coordinated by Marcello Dell’Utri, although he 
will not actually be given an official post. Urbani will 
also be present in this body, together with Previti, Pilo, 
Valducci, Tajani, Gorla, Lo Jucco, and the two floor 
leaders. This is, in substance, the same team as at the last 
elections: Pilo, taking the lie of the land; Lo Jucco 
drawing up a photofit of the ideal candidate, making 
contacts, and organizing TV aptitude tests for aspiring 
candidates, presenting them at country fairs and in TV 
commercials; and Dell’Utri accompanying Berlusconi in 
negotiations with allies to decide on which constituen- 
cies to divide up, and the names to give them. “This time 
I hope they will be less generous,” Pilo said. 
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In anticipation of Monday [9 January] and the second 
round of negotiations, Berlusconi continued to attack the 
Quirinale [president’s residence]. “It cannot end up like 
in Algeria, where those who won the elections was 
overwhelmed by the minority. A president’s govern- 
ment? Let them go ahead. | feel that that would be a 
coup, a coup d'etat,” as the Knight has been repeating for 
the past three days. Among Forza Italia members the 
word “impeachment” comes up from time to time. 
“Could we not ask for the impeachment of the head of 
state?” Tajani doused the flames: “No way. We have 
never given any thought to that.” However, the ani- 
mosity toward Scalfaro is white hot. Pilo said: “The 
majority of Italians feels that Scalfaro is not acting 
impartially, but is taking sides in the political game.” 
The other night, Berlusconi yelled to his people: “We 
have been heroic. Now the old political factions are 
attacking us. And do you know why? Because they used 
to rob people and now they are faced with the first 
serious and honest government.” Then the Knight dis- 
played what will probably be a foretaste of his election 
campaign: “I, on the other hand, am a servant of the 
state. I used my own money to restore the apartment in 
the Palazzo Chigi [prime minister’s residence], and to 
pay for gifts to heads of state and government, for car 
trips and—before being obliged to use state funds—for 
plane trips. I pay for my own cook. So far, being in the 
Palazzo Chigi has cost me at least 2 billion lire.” 


Miglio: Maroni ‘Definitely’ on Bossi’s Side 
BR0601 145895 Milan IL GIORNALE in Italian 6 Jan 95 
p6é 


[Interview with Italian Senator Gianfranco Miglio by 
Marco Ventura in Rome; date not given: “ ‘Poor 
Umberto, Only a Few Will Follow His Lead”’’] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] He coughed, cleared his throat, 
and apologized for the influenza that forced him to 
interrupt himself. “I have tracheitis, you know, like Pres- 
ident Scalfaro,’’ Gianfranco Miglio said. The professor, 
now a senator with the mixed group and leader of a broad 
federalist lineup opposed to [Northern League Secretary- 
/ Bossi, met eith the head of state at the Quirinale [presi- 
dent’s palace] last week. “Perhaps he gave me tracheitis, 
or perhaps I gave it to him. I told him he was facing the 
most difficult crisis in the history of the replublic.”” 


[Ventura] Will the president find a way out? 


[Miglio] He has to be very careful. If he appoints 
someone who is then turned down by parliament, he will 
be the one who loses face. And he knows it. He has to be 
sure that the nominee has a majority, however narrow. 


[Ventura] Otherwise? 


[Miglio] He will be forced to dissolve parliament, and the 
prime minister designate will handle the election. 


[Ventura] That would already be a point in the Quiri- 
nale’s favor... 
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[Miglio] It would be the minimum safety condition for 
Scalfaro, but it would still be a defeat, an ugly wound. 


[Ventura] Then there is the unknown quantity repre- 
sented by the referendums. Are the electoral questions 
admissible or not? 


[Miglio] If the Constitutional Court rejects them, it will 
sink and not have a leg to stand on. It will founder. What 
would be inadmissible would be to prevent the popula- 
tion from expressing its opinion on the 13 referendums. 
The only petition I have signed in my life was the one 
calling for the referendums. 


[Ventura] Some of your colleagues do not agree: Former 
Court of Cassation President Ettore Gallo, for example, 
and [constitutionalist] Paolo Barile as well, who 
describes the questions as “absurd.” 


[Miglio] The court allowed the referendum that changed 
the law governing election to the Senate; why should it 
turn these down? The truth of the matter is that those 
people are in love with power. They all belong to the 
left-wing intellectual set. 


[Ventura] They must have their reasons, some justifica- 
tion... 


[Miglio] None that I can see. You can invent all sorts on 
the subject of the Constitution, but there are limits. 


[Ventura] If the Court of Cassation promotes the refer- 
endums, will it be possible to vote in the spring, as 
[Reformer Group leader] Pannella maintains? 


[Miglio] Why not? Immediately after the referendums. 
And anyone who says the opposite is just making 
excuses. Once the proportional quota has been abol- 
ished, all that would need to be done would be to redraw 
the constituency boundaries. With modern technology, 
everything can be done in the required time. Providing 
the will is there. 


[Ventura] The PPI [Italian Popular Party], PDS [Dem- 
ocratic Party of the Left], and the League are calling for 
a president’s government and new rules drafted by 
parliament before the election. 


[Miglio] No way. With a parliament split in two, there is 
no chance of electoral reforms and antitrust legislation. 
The losing side, whichever it may be, would never agree. 
The dispute would spread to the streets. Electoral laws 
are not changed on the eve of elections in civilized 
countries... 


[Ventura] Nevertheless, Scalfaro himself seems very 
keen on it... 


[Miglio} He keeps on saying, “let us get the reforms 
passed,” because there are a lot of people who keep on 
saying it. A constituent assembly today would be a worse 
talking shop than the bicameral committee. I was there, 
and I know how incompetent deputies are. A vast 
majority was achieved on the Mattarella proposal only 
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because they were all on equal terms of ignorance: They 
did not know what they were doing. 


[Ventura] What is your opinion of Scalfaro’s consulta- 
tions? 


[Miglio}] He is doing like Cossiga did toward the end of 
his term of office, and I believe this is right. The fathers 
of our Constitution did not envisage a castrated presi- 
dent. They built in a system of weights and balances 
between president and parliament. If the president cre- 
ates a semipresidential regime, he can do so, whether we 
like it or not. 


{Ventura} Whom would you like to see as prime min- 
ister? 


[Miglio] I suggested an economist, [EU Commissioner] 
Monti, to Scalfaro, but Bossi put an end to that by 
appropriating the proposal. We need someone capable of 
making unpopular decisions. [Treasury Minister] Dini is 
fine, he is fairly tough. Not Prodi [former Industrial 
Reconstruction Institute president] Prodi, and not Cos- 
siga either, as he is not an economist and his ties with the 
DC [Christian Democratic Party] are too close. 


[Ventura] Are you still of the opinion that [Interior 
Minister] Maroni is on Bossi’s side? 


[Miglio] Definitely, and [League moderate faction 
leader] Negri as well. They are all playing for his side. It 
is typical of Bossi, who behaves like a neighborhood 
thug, playing cunning little tricks like this. We will see at 
the party conference how many will follow his lead. In 
my opinion, the League is dead and buried, unless 
someone like Moretti takes over as leader. The whole 
threat issue also shows that the League’s tough guys 
are—how shall I put it?—of questionable moral fiber. 


PDS’ Salvi:Berlusconi ‘Stirring Up Hate’ 
BR0601145295 Rome L’UNITA in Italian 6 Jan 95 p 7 


[Interview with Cesare Salvi, Italian Progressive Forces’ 
Senate floor leader, by Giuseppe Mennella in Rome; 
date not given: “Salvi: ‘Berlusconi Is Gambling With the 
Country””’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Mennella} Salvi, the president 
of the republic’s bronchitis is delaying a solution to the 
government crisis, but is it also influencing its course 
and outcome? 


[Slavi] There will obviously be a few days’ delay, but the 
terms of the matter remain perfectly clear. Not only is 
there a majority against an immediate election in parlia- 
ment, but a prevailing view, inclined toward a solution 
that can have a variety of names—unbiased, ceasefire, or 
president’s government—but the same features, is 
emerging. There are a number of things to be done, steps 
that it is our duty to the country to take and for which 
there are institutional grounds: They can be performed 
by a government that is not the direct expression of a 
political wing. Hence the request to the head of state to 
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take the action incumbent upon him under the Consti- 
tution: to state the name of the prime minister whom he 
considers best qualified to perform these duties. 


[Mennella] We are already talking names: Who could the 
figure capable of leading a government of the type you 
have just outlined be? 


[Salvi] Out of strict respect for the presidential preroga- 
tives—which are particularly broad in this case because 
we are talking about an unbiased government—-we have 
faith in the president’s wisdom and therefore refrain 
both from putting names forward and from imposing 
any vetoes in advance. If Scalfaro makes proposals to us 
or asks us for suggestions, we will obviously make them, 
but I do not believe it right to make names public now, 
precisely because the matter falls exclusively within the 
head of state’s autonomous sphere of authority 


{Mennella] What will the next decisive steps ia the 
political crisis be? 


[Salvi] There is only one course open; there are consti- 
tutional tracks that cannot be altered by Berlusconi, by 
D’Alema, or by anyone else. They are those laid down in 
the Constitution: The prime minister designate will form 
a government with a program and comprising impartial 
experts; that government will then go before parliament, 
and if it obtains a vote of confidence it will govern, 
otherwise the curtain will rise on the election scenario. 


[Mennella] But that is not the scenario that the Progres- 
sives hope for. Is this because they fear the ballot box? 


[Salvi] We are not afraid of an election. Or, to be more 
precise, we have no fear of the outcome of an election, 
especially in view of the stance emerging in the center 
parties. | am referring in particular to the statements just 
made by Rocco Buttiglione: A center-Left coalition, 
which is what we proposed after the 27 March defeat, is 
beginning to take shape. However, we have strong mis- 
givings as to the climate in which an immediate election 
would take place, a climate for which deputy Silvio 
Berlusconi is personally responsible. Regardless of the 
disputes and debates under way as to the verdict to be 
passed on National Alliance, it strikes me as clear that 
the leader conducting a campaign of head-on clashes, 
and stirring up hate in one part of the country against the 
other, is Berlusconi himself. There is a climate of irra- 
tionality in all contemporary political systems: Look 
what has happened in the United States, where a man 
has been sent to his death in spite of being innocent 
because there is an irrational demand for the death 
penalty that neither the judicial nor the political system 
can withstand, or in France, where the man best quali- 
fied to run for president, Delors, has decided not to stand 
as a protest against the irrationality of a mode of politics 
that tends to set one side against the other rather than to 
unite them. It is thus the duty of those who keep a level 
head and have the country’s interests at heart to do their 
utmost to avoid a climate of head-on collision setting in 
in Italy. We are taking this job on, on our own behalf and 
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on behalf of the forces present on the Right who have 
given us to understand that they share these concerns of 
ours. 


{[Mennella] To whom are you referring? 


[Salvi] For example, to the views expressed by Minister 
Urbani, which I welcome. The proposal for a constituent 
assembly may be questionable, not least on grounds of 
practicality, but there is a nucleus of truth in it that must 
be taken up and which concerns the procedure for 
drafting the new rules, without prejudice to the basic 
tenets underlying the Constitution but reforming the 
parts relating to the form of government and the form of 
the state. For precisely this reason I would say to Urbani 
that we cannot go to the polls at once. We need a period 
of truce and decantation. 


{[Mennella] Meanwhile, Berlusconi has opened the elec- 
tion campaign to the cry of: “The country is with me.” 


[Salvi] It is incredible how arguments defying numerical 
evidence are being used. We voted several times in 1994, 
and the majority of the electorate has always voted 
against the old coalition as a whole, and even more so 
against Forza Italia. Even the CIRM [International 
Market Research Center] survey giving Berlusconi a 
47-percent confidence rating fails to belie my thesis: 
Actually, 53 percent does not place its confidence in the 
leader of Forza Italia, and it must also be borne in mind 
that those in favor were 63 percent only a few weeks ago. 
Must the wishes of these citizens carry no weight? Must 
they not count? 


Berlusconi Ready for ‘Extemely Tough Fight’ 
BR0601 144595 Turin LA STAMPA in Italian 6 Jan 95 
p3 


[Interview with Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi 
by Augusto Minzolini in Rome; date not given: “The 
Outgoing Prime Minister: ‘There Is no Doubt About It, 
This Is a Coup d’Etat””’] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] “Yes, yes, they say that they will 
set this president's government up... And my answer is: 
There is no doubt about it, this is a coup d'etat.” The days 
go by, the Quirinale [president's palace] is taking its time, 
but instead of lowering his voice, Silvio Berlusconi is 
raising it. The outgoing prime minister has just emerged 
from a meeting of the Forza Italia general staff, and he 
pulls no punches in the courtyard of Palazzo Chigi 
[government seat]. Little does it matter that his messen- 
gers are at work, sounding out the plenipotentiaries of the 
PDS [Democratic Party of the Left] and PPI [Italian 
Popular Party] via the usual diplomatic channels as to 
their real intentions. Little does it matter that [former 
President] Francesco Cossiga’s name is put forward in the 
usual diplomatic, or rather, tortuous, language. As far as 
he, Silvio Berlusconi, is concerned, there are no subordi- 
nate clauses, no compromising, there is nothing for it but 
to go to the polls. And the outgoing head of government 
says all this in hard-hitting terms, in the voice of one who 
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already sees himself as fighting an election campaign, 
with the typical expression of one who has taken a 
“make-or-break”’ stance. 


[Minzolini] Prime Minister, the hypothesis that you 
have always refused to consider, the president’s govern- 
ment, is taking shape... 


[Berlusconi] Look, I have said and I repeat that the 
president’s government is a swindle, and that, as I see it, 
is putting it mildly, because it would be closer to the 
truth to use the term coup d'etat. I repeat, coup d'etat, 
and if that vere to happen, we would tell people so, and 
by no means in a whisper. 


[Mixzoliai] All the same, personalities such as Cossiga 
and [sociologist] De Rita are being named for a govern- 
ment which you define in those terms... 


[Berlusconi] Yes, they want to give it an institutional 
image, but that does not alter the substance. You see, I 
do not even want to go into this proposal. They are 
talking of highly respected people, worthy of admiration, 
but a president’s government, a government of techno- 
crats, a government of rules, or whatever you want to call 
it, means riding roughshod over the majority that 
emerged from the ballot box, a betrayal. That is why we 
refuse even to discuss a proposal of this type, and all 
those who remain loyal to the majority that emerged 
from the ballot box are firmly convinced of this. The 
truth of the matter is that, in actual fact, this parliament 
is delegitimized. When 180 deputies betray the mandate 
bestowed on them by the electorate, it cannot be other- 
wise. It is a legal but not a legitimate parliament, and 
there is a great difference. 


[Minzolini] You refer to the president’s government as a 
“coup d'etat,” but it would appear that the proposal 
comes from Scalfaro, in other words, the head of state 
himself... 


[Berlusconi] Listen, | refuse to believe that the head of 
state could make a decision of that type. I simply refuse 
to believe it. But if such an enormity were to come about, 
we are ready to join battle, we are ready to put up an 
extremely tough fight. 


[Minzolini] However, there are those who think a com- 
promise may be possible. For example Communist 
Renewal Secretary Bertinotti proposes a government 
leading to elections after giving a series of guarantees on 
the use of the TV networks during the election campaign 
and passing a number of measures. Indeed—according 
to Bertinotti—a government of this type would set the 
election date back by little more than a month compared 
with the one you want, from 26 March to a Sunday in 
May. 


[Berlusconi] I want to make myself quite clear: There are 
no compromises to be reached on this matter. We do not 
accept them; we stand by our guns, and that is that. 
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[Minzolini] But in time, might this inflexibility of yours 
not jeopardize the unity of your followers? 
[Berlusconi] All that is at stake here is clarity. I say it, I 
repeat it, but no one wants to believe it. How can anyone 
fail to see that a parliament that is incapable of coming 
up with a political majority has to all practical intents 
and purposes lost its legitimacy? How can anyone fail to 
realize that a parliament that is forced to make do with 
a government consisting exclusively of technocrats auto- 
matically loses its legitimacy? These are things that even 
a baby could understand, and yet it seems... 


[Minzolini] So as you see it, there is nothing for it. The 
fate of this government crisis is already sealed: an 
election or an election? 


[Berlusconi] All I can say is that, in our view, a break 
with the past has to be made: Once, under the old 
system, it was the party secretaries who decided; well, we 
are convinced that this is now the people’s right. That is 
why the election is subject to no subordinate clauses, at 
least not for Forza Italia, the National Alliance, the CCD 
{Christian Democratic Right], and all the others who 
remain loyal to the majority that emerged from the polls. 
That is why I think that all this fuss, all these old rows, 
are pointless, and, to be perfectly frank, I pay no atten- 
tion to them. [Berlusconi ends] 


Having gotten this off his chest, Berlusconi took his leave 
and stepped briskly inside. It remains to be seen whether 
that tough expression that adorned his face was that of a 
man who feels strong or of one who feels desperate. 


Formigoni Denies Buttiglione Wants PDS 
Alliance 


BR0601142595 Milan CORRIERE DELLA SERA in 
Italian 6 Jan 95 p 3 


{Interview with Italian Popular Party member Roberto 
Formigoni by Lorenzo Fuccaro in Milan; date not given: 
“Formigoni: | Would Not Agree to It, Nor Would 80 
Percent of Our Voters”) 


{[FBIS Translated text] Milan—{Fuccaro] Have you 
heard, deputy Formigoni? [Italian Popular Party (PPI) 
Secretary] Buttiglione has annuunced that he may form 
a , common with the PDS [Democratic Party of the 
Left}? 


[Formigoni] If that were the case, Formigoni would not 
agree to it, and I believe 80 percent of the PPI’s voters 
would noi agree either. But in my view it is not a real 
possibility. 

[Fuccaro] Where would you go then, deputy Formigoni? 


[Formigoni] I have not thought about it, because I am 
working to ensure this will not be the PPIs fate. Indeed, 
our aim is not to enter into an alliance with the Left but 
to reconstruct the moderate Center. 
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[Fuccaro] But [Prime Minister] Berlusconi says that you 
and the “liberal Catholics” are ready to align yourselves 
with the Pole for Freedom if Buttiglione joins forces with 
[PDS Secretary] D’Alema. 


[Formigoni] It is a purely theoretical statement. Ber- 
lusconi starts by saying “if.” However, if the premise is 
unfounded, then his whole argument collapses. Now, I 
see no way that the premise—that is, an alliance between 
Buttiglione and the Left—can come about. 


[Fuccaro] But the recent local elections constitute a 
precedent. On that occasion, the PPI did join forces with 
the PDS. 


[Formigoni] General elections are different from local 
elections... 


[Fuccaro] But if Buttiglione sided with D*’Alema, what 
would you do then? Would you leave the PPI? 


[Formigoni] Wait a minute. In a democratic party, the 
party line is established by the party congress, by the 
national committee, and by the leadership—and these 
bodies have decided to rebuild the moderate Center. We 
are all called upon to follow this line. In a party, 
decisions are made by its grassroots membership. The 
latter has expressed its opinion clearly. The PPI’s task is 
to construct the Center, not to enter into unnatural 
alliances with the Left. 


[Fuccaro] But Buttiglione said he intends to join forces 
with the Left... 


[Formigoni] I am not all that sure that Buttiglione 
actually said that. I have my doubts. Those conclusions 
are a distortion. 


[Fuccaro] In short, you do not believe it is true? 


[Formigoni] We are discussing a possibility which is 
sheer nonsense, because I know the PPI’s grassroots well, 
and I know the mandate given by congress and the latest 
leadership meeting held last week. We have been 
instructed to work toward finding a solution to the crisis 
in a way which is consistent with our basic aim, namely 
to reconstruct the moderate Center area. 


[Fuccaro] So what solution do you propose? 


[Formigoni] A technical political government headed by 
Forza Italia... 


[Fuccaro] What does “technical political” government 
mean? 


[Formigoni] I mean to say that such a government must 
be composed of technocrats with centrist sympathies and 
a specific platform, including initiatives to boost the 
economy by completing the Finance Bill; clear overall 
antitrust regulations which must not be limited to the 
media and must not be punitive; and devising new 
electoral laws—we are in favor of a two-round system. 
May I add that this would not be a fully political 
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government, in the sense that the prime minister would 
have to appoint government members across the whole 
moderate spectrum... 


{Fuccaro] Would AN [National Alliance] be included? 
[Formigoni] Of course, why not? 
[Fuccaro] How long would such a government last? 


[Formigoni] It would be a fixed-term government, 
lasting precisely the time required to carry out the three 
tasks I mentioned earlier, and then we would have to 
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hold elections. So there would be no reversal. We agree 
with [President] Scalfaro. We want a government based 
on those who won the 27 March elections, and which will 
respect the Constitution. 


[Fuccaro] But Forza Italia has alredy said “no.” Does 
this mean either a Berlusconi rerun or going to the polls? 


[Formigoni] Let Forza Italia show it can be generous— 
beginning with Silvio Berlusconi. Let him show he is a 
real statesman. He should accept the solution we are 
suggesting. I repeat: I trust in his wisdom. 
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EU Representations to Russia Over Chechnya 
Viewed 


LD0701152095 Madrid RNE-1 Radio Network in 
Spanish 1300 GMT 7 Jan 95 


[Telephone interview with Spanish Foreign Minister 
Javier Solana by unidentified correspondent; place not 
given—live] . 


{[FBIS Translated Text] [Correspondent] What is at 
present the position of Spain, and in general of the 
European Union [EU], with regard to what is happening 
in the Russian Federation, in this conflict with the 
separatists of Chechnya? In addition, what do you think 
of the current position—a difficult one, | suppose—of 
Russian President Boris Yeltsin, when it is being said 
that he is not fully in control of his own country right 
now? 


|Solana] Regarding the first question, both the EU and 
the Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, of which Spain is a member, are exerting the 
maximum possible pressure for this conflict to be settled 
in the way that it should be; that is to say, by means of 
negotiation, not by means of violence, which has been 
becoming so terrible in recent days. 


As you know, Spain has been a member of the EU troika 
since | January, and therefore our ambassador in 
Moscow, with the French and German ambassadors who 
make up the European troika, have made representa- 
tions of two kinds. First, to the Russian Government, 
urging it not to continue the actions but to start peace 
negotiations; and second, also late yesterday, to Kova- 
lev—whe is, as you perhaps know, the human rights 
delegate of the Russian Federation—with whom they 
had a long conversation about the real situation on the 
ground in Chechnya. In any case, although starting from 
the basis that Chechnya is in principle an internal 
problem of the Russian Federation, when human rights 
are violated that internal problem becomes a problem of 
concern to the international community, and more spe- 
cifically to the EU. 


[Correspondent] You said that since | January Spain has 
belonged to the EU troika. Can you tell us, Minister, 
what the plans are for the EU in these early months, 
when Spain's influence will be basically as part of this 
troika? 


[Solana] Spain joined the troika on | january, as you 
said, and it takes over the EU presicency on | July. The 
day after tomorrow, Monday [9 January], the French 
foreign minister will be coming and we shall be holding 
a working meeting to coordinate efforts for the whole 
year. Generally, however, efforts must be directed to 
continuing to encourage and promote the growth of 
employment in E.:: ope; questions of European secu- 
rity—and we have just been talking about security ques- 
tions—which are perhaps more important than ever; 
questions concerning the Mediterranean—and here a 
priority of both France and Spain is that the EU and the 
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Mediterranean should have closer relations; and then, 
the preparation of the 1996 intergovernmental confer- 
ence—Spain will have the task of starting up the think 
tank. We also want to see what France’s positions are in 
order to be able to coordinate as far as possible. 


[Correspondent] Minister, a question still pending for 
the EU is the conflict in Bosnia. The cease-fire appears to 
be holding right now. Do you think that the EU has 
found the right way to peace in Bosnia? 


[Solana] I would like to think so, but the truth is that so 
many cease—fires, so many truces, have been signed in 
Bosnia and subsequently not been observed that one is 
afraid to say that this is the one which is going to be 
observed. But of course everyone's wish is that 1995 will 
be the year in which this cease-fire, which began on | 
January, will hold, and will hold not only for the four 
nonths agreed but beyond the four months, and the 
liplomatic initiatives can bear fruit. It would be won- 
derful if in 1995 we could have a lasting peace in the 
Balkans. 


[Correspondent] It is true, Minister, that conflicts persist 
in various parts of the world in these, the first few days, 
of 1995. Resolving some of them is difficult, for example 
Algeria. Next Monday you will be receiving French 
Foreign Minister Juppe. Will you perhaps be talking 
about pursuing a joint strategy with France to try to 
prevent the current conflict in Algeria from affecting 
Spain and France too much? 


[Solana] Undoubtedly, the problem of Algeria is funda- 
mental for France and for Spain and, in general, for all 
the countries of the Mediterranean. France and Spain 
want to pursue a common strategy as far as possible. In 
our view there can only be one strategy at the present 
time: the strategy of trying by all possible means to 
achieve the reopening of a process of dialogue, which will 
be directed towards elections which will legitimize 
authority in Algeria. 

The situation is very bad and sometimes, since we do not 
have so many television cameras in Algeria, we do not 
realize how many deaths are occurring every week in 
Algeria. The situation is very bad, and therefore we would 
like to do everything possible so that a country as important 
for the Mediterranean as Algeria can find a formula for 
stable coexistence. France and Italy, the countries of the 
Mediterranean in general, and not only the European Med- 
iterranean but all the European countries [as heard], should 
all make that effort, which I believe we will try to make in 
1995. Spain will redouble its efforts. 


[Correspondent] Foreign Minister, thank you very much 
for answering our call. Good afternoon. 


Gonzalez, Government Criticized Over GAL Crisis 


Aznar: ‘This Government Has Lost Credibility’ 


BRO601135295 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1107 GMT 
5 Jan 95 


[Unattributed report: “People’s Party Leader Says That 
Political Crisis Is Causing Loss of Recovery”) 
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[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Garos (Lerida), 5 Jan (EFE)}— 
In an interview granted to EFE, People’s Party 
Chairman Jose Maria Aznar maintained that the polit- 
ical crisis which Spain is experiencing is causing “us to 
miss the opportunity of the economic recovery, and we 
are also paying billions of pesetas for the loss of confi- 
dence.” 


Aznar, who is spending his Christmas vacation in the 
Lerida locality of Garos, in the Valle de Aran, said that 
“it is absurd to continue in this way—difficulties with 
the debt, the social sphere, investment... The markets 
and investors are awaiting new policies.” 


The People’s Party leader asserted that he is optimistic 
about the prospects for 1995—a year which he described 
as the year of “change”—and he reiterated that it is the 
Spanish people who should declare their opinion on the 
current situation. “No sensible politician should strive to 
deepen a country’s crisis out of personal or party ambi- 
tion. What more do we want to happen?” Aznar asked. 


“I believe,” he added, “in Spain’s prospects. We must 
find a way out of the current situation fast: To remain in 
the same situation is to opt for continuing deterioration; 
there is no logic or common sense in that. I trust 
completely in our democracy and in our country.” 


On the Antiterrorist Liberation Groups affair, Aznar 
stated that his party’s stance is the “correct” one, and 
supported Francisco Alvarez Cascos’ conduct in the 
Congress [of Deputies], although he explained that 
“credibility is not gained by decree, and this government 
has lost credibility.” [passage omitted] 


Opposition Wants Gonzalez To Appear in 
Congress 
BR0601 144795 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 6 Jan 95 p 16 


[Unattributed report: “Government Deems It Unneces- 
sary for Gonzalez To Appear in Congress”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Madrid—United Left and the 
Mixed Group yesterday submitted their request for the 
convening of the Congress [of Deputies] Standing Com- 
mittee to induce Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez to 
appear in the Congress this month in order to respond to 
the new developments which have occurred concerning 
the controversy over the GAL [Armed Liberation 
Groups}—especially former minister Jose Barrionuevo’s 
accusations of partiality leveled against Investigating 
Magistrate Baltasar Garzon. 


People’s Party Secretary General Francisco Alvarez 
Cascos stated yesterday that he will not oppose the 
initiative, but the government and the nationalists of 
Convergence and Union and the Basque Nationalist 
Party do not deem it necessary. According to what 
Socialist Parliamentary Group Secretary General Jesus 
Caldera stated yesterday, Justice and Interior Minister 
Juan Alberto Belloch’s recent appearance “more than 


fulfills” the government's obligation to report on the 
reopening of the GAL affair. 


Alvarez Cascos told the Europa Press agency that Barri- 
onuevo’s and Belloch’s actions are “part of Gonzalez’ 
strategy to disguise his responsibility.” 

United Left Deputy Diego Lopez Garrido stated yes- 
terday that Justice and Interior Minister Juan Alberto 
Belloch’s appearance “did not dispe! the doubts about 
the government's involvement in the GAL’s killings” 
since he maintained “deafening silences” in the face of 
the opposition’s specific questions. “In politics, silence 
gives consent,” he said. 

According to the United Left, in addition to convincing 
people that the government is not involved, Gonzalez 
must undertake to conduct “a rigorous investigation” at 
the Interior Ministry in order to determine possible 
responsibilities and involvements in the GAL. Likewise, 
Lopez Garrido added, the prime minister “must make it 
clear that he respects the working of justice and the 
examining magistrate’s independence,” and, at the same 
time, must repudiate the initiatives and statements made 
by former Interior Minister Jose Barrionuevo. 


In the United Left deputy’s opinion, Belloch’s state- 
ments, in which he said that the government does not 
support Barrionuevo's statements “are not sufficient” 
because “it should be Felipe Gonzalez who gainsays the 
former minister and restores citizens’ confidence in the 
institutions.” 


In addition, Gonzalez returned to his office yesterday 
after spending the Christmas vacation in the Sierra 
Morena. 


Editorial Condemns Barrionuevo’s Accusations 
BR060! 134995 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 5 Jan 95 p 10 


[Editorial: “Causing a Row] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The extremely harsh condemna- 
tion that former minister Barrionuevo made of judge 
Garzon was so theatrically over the top that one cannot 
help but think that he was trying to provoke him. This 
sort of invitation for Garzon to climb into the ring to 
fight him is nothing more than a diversionary tactic so 
that the public will pay attention to the dispute between 
the judge and the politician and forget about the main 
thing: namely the existence of a criminal plot for whose 
disastrous political effects no one has yet assumed 
responsibility. 

The man who was interior minister at the time the 
GAL’s [Antiterrorist Liberation Groups] were created 
claims legal defenselessness, but with his recent initia- 
tives he has shown that he has chosen the arena of public 
opinion rather than the legal course of action in order to 
defend himself. His argument is that he could counteract 
the accusations that have appeared in the media if the 
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judge gives him the opportunity to refute the accusations 


against a judge: namely, the lack of impartiality, and 
possibly perversion of the course of justice. 

That accusation is, at least, irresponsible. Barrionuevo is 
an active politician. If the predlem is that he has been 
unjustly accused by the media, which supposedly 
inferred more from the statements made by Amedo y 
Dominguez than what was actually in them, not only did 
he have the possibility of filing a case or a civil suit 


opinion—then that is the way, Of course, that is what he 
has used so profusely these past few days. 


The cheat was doing it using a supposedly juridical line 
of argument. No judge can hold onto a case if, during the 
investigation, serious evidence emerges of the involve- 
ment of privileged people. Nor may a judge get rid of a 
case and hand it over to the Supreme Court merely 
because there are unproven statements from witnesses. It 
is up to the judge to weigh the evidence and, certainly, 
the evidence with respect to Barrionuevo does not seem 
to be very solid: that Amedo says that he heard someone 


supposed payment of extra money out of secret funds 
stated. Faced with the claims made by the People’s Party 
that it was the Court that took over the inves- 


ir 
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Prospects for EU Policy Agreement Examined 
BR0601102495 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 4 Jan 95 p 4 


[“News Analysis” article by Frans Ronnov: “Major 
Parties Move Closer on EU™] 


{FBIS Translated Text] The government has addressed 
the sensitive issue of the Danish EU [European Union] 
opt-outs. For the time being mastly on a symbolic level. 
But the latest signals are an advance warning that future 
Danish EU policy will be shaped together with the 
Liberal Party and the Conservatives. Ard not with the 
Socialist People's Party (SF). 

First it was Niels Helveg Petersen. Then it was Marianne 
Jelved. And on Sunday it was Poul Nyrup Rasmussen, 
who talked about the Danish opt-outs from the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Nicely packaged, of course. 


The foreign minister has softened on the Western Euro- 
pean Union. WEU. At that point movement could 
already be seza in the form of a Social Democra*.c grass 
roots initiative. 


The economy minister opened the door to the third phase 
of economic and monetary union, EMU. 


The prime minister announced in his New Year's address 
on Sunday that the EU would play a larger role in refugee 
policy and police cooperation. Completely in line with 
the grass roots initiative from his own party. 

The government is moving. 


But so are the nonsocialist parties. The Conservative 
People’s Party has—for the time being at least chiefly on 
the symbolic level—slammed on the EU brakes. Even 
the Liberal Party is taking a softer tone; Uffe Ellemann- 
Jensen has even been heard to praise the Social Demo- 
cratic grass roots initiative. 


The—at times— harsh tone between the government 
and the nonsocialist oppostion in the Folketing should 
therefore not be taken too seriously. The reality is that 
both sides are getting ready to shape Denmark's future 
EU policy together. Without the SF. They are the ones 
who will shape the policy which will subsequently be put 
before the people in a referendum. 


The situation is thus returning to normal. In the years 
preceding the first EU referendum, Danish European 
policy was shaped in close cooperation between then 
Foreign Minister Uffe Ellemann-Jensen (Liberal Party) 
and the Social Democratic leadership—Sven Auken and 
Ritt Bjerregaard. it was this forum which produced the 
original Danish EC memorandum, which was Den- 
mark’s proposals to the intergovernmental conferences 
which subsequently led to the Maastricht Treaty. 


It was only because a majority of the Danish people 
rejected the Maastricht Treaty that the major parties 
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chose to listen to the SF, which it was assumed would be 
able to put into words some of the demands of those who 
were saying no to the EC. 


The fact that the SF was involved in shaping what 
became the Danish memorandum for the Edinburgh 
agreement—which Denmark managed to push 


through—was the exception. Not the rule. 


Thus when Denmark's future EU policy is fixed by the 
Social Democrats, the Liberals, and the Conservatives it 
will be busi 4 italicized is in English}. 
The political game connected with the next multiparty 


The government cannot go on making Danish European 
t, 


erals to the SF could be formed. But this is just not 


It would also be convenient if the government could 
drive a wedge between the Liberals and the Conserva- 
tives. But that would not work either. 


Because the Liberals and the Conservatives—despite 
their not inconsiderable differences of opinion—do not 
dare io allow themselves be split on the all-important EU 


Thus, since the government is forced to have Hans 
Engell involved in an EU agreement, it is also dependent 
on Uffe Ellemann-Jensen. 

The SF is—apparently—-in a completely impossible sit- 
uation. It would perhaps be good for the party to join in 
a new national compromise on the EU. If it could just 
reach agreement with the government parties. This 
would demonstrate that the crisis-ridden party has at 
least a minimum of influence. 


But the SF-haters among the Center Democrats are 
rnembers of the government. This weakens the SF's 
chances. And if both the Conservatives and the Liberals 
are going to influence EU policy, there will not be much 
left for the SF. 


But even if influence is not to be sneezed at, it would in 
the final analysis still suit the SF very well if it can—once 
again——avoid tainting itself with offical Danish EU 
policy. 


The party's Folketing group leader, Steen Gade, would 
like to see the party inicuded in an agreement, but his 
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conciliatory line on EU policy simply cannot win sup- 
port in the group. Finally—and very crucially—the entry 
of the Unity List into the Folketing has drastically 
reduced the SF's room for maneuver. It would be tanta- 
mount to a gift to the Unity List if the SF also supported 
the government's EU policy in the future. 

But even without the Unity List in the Folketing, the SF 
would have strategic interests in keeping itself out of EU 
policy. Because everything seems to indicate that the EU 
is Moving toward more rather than /ess integration, the 
SF will have an obvious interest in continuing to say no 
to the EU im the next parliamentary elections. There 
would be a very good chance of being able to eat their 
way into the very large groups of EU-skeptical Social 
Democratic voters. 

The winners will be the Center Democrats, who are 
demanding cooperation to the right, and the Conserva- 
tives, whose line—a little to the right of the Social 
Democrats—could become the line of the whole EU 
agreement. The SF will also be a winner of sorts. The 
party will almost certainly have no influence on EU 
policy, but at the same time this would provide unimag- 
ined opportunities for increased voter support in the 
next parliamentary elections. 


The losers will be the EU-enthusiastic Liberals, the 
skeptical Social Democrats who could lose votes to the 
SF—and to an extent the Radical Liberal Party, which 
also includes a number of EU- skeptics. 


But there is still one joker in the pack. The people. 


Ellemann-Jensen Assesses Current Politicai Scene 


95P20313A Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIVENDE 
SONDAG in Danish 4 Dec 94 p 6 


[Interview with Uffe Ellemann-Jensen, chairman of the 
Liberal Party, by Frans Ronnov; date and place not 
given: “He Will Fight His Way Back”’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] After having taking stock of 
the situation for a couple of months [following the 
elections}, Uffe Ellemann-Jensen declares himself ready 
to return to the Danish political stage and resume the 
fight to become prime minister. Possible jobs abroad or 
in business do not present a strong temptation. 


Black September. That is how Ellemann-Jensen will 
presumably remember the fall of 1994. The Liberal- 
Conservative-Progress Parties’ strategy failed. [Poul] 
Nyrup Rasmussen was able to continue as prime min- 
ister, and the consolation prize Ellemann-Jensen had 
counted on, the post of NATO general secretary, also 
escaped his grasp. 


With the passage of a couple of months, the disappoint- 
ment is starting to lift, and Ellemann-Jensen has now 
made peace with himself. He will remain in Danish 
politics. And fight. He says he can well wait again for the 
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chance to defeat Rasmussen. Even if it takes four years, 
but his guess is two years. Max. [passage omitted] 


It is necessary for Ellemann-Jensen to assert that his 
attempt to land the NATO job was a final lunge. “I may 
disappoint those who are hoping that I will leave Danish 
politics. That was the only position in which | was 
interested. Since I can’t get it, I will stay in Danish 
politics. But I am going to engage myself more and nore 
in international work, partly in debate groups, partly in 
the common effort of the European liberal parties, where 
I am now deputy chairman of The European Liberal 
Party.” 


[Ronnov] Could you be tempted by a leadership position 
in private i : 
[Ellemann-Jensen] I really don’t know about this. In any 
case, it is very difficult in this way to move from one to 
the other. It is more difficult than it should be, but in any 
case I know what my next few years are going to be 
devoted to: being the chairman of the Liberal Party and 
working for liberalism to have as strong a position as 
possible in Denmark and in Europe. 


[Ronnov] You were foreign minister for more than ten 
years. Now you have a position of lower status. Isn't it 
hard for you to adjust to this? 


[Ellemann-Jensen] The chairman of the Liberal Party 
will never be of low status. 


On the Defensive 


Ellemann-Jensen confirms that the Liberal Party was on 
the defensive in the election campaign. “In the final 
analysis, the effort to force the Social Democrats out in 
an honorable election fight failed. Nyrup used the time 
to create photo opportunities for the press. He handed 
out flowers to cld women, visited hospitals, etc. It was a 
form of American election campaign.” 

[Ronnov] But if at Christiansborg the media people are 
asked which politicians are best for creating photo 
opportunities, most point to you. 

[Ellemann-Jensen}] Indeed, this this must not stand 
alone. You must at the same time have a message, and 
dare to engage in an open discussion with your political 
opponents. 


[Ronnov] But you would surely admit that you yourself 
are treated well by the press? 
[Ellemann-Jensen} Of course. 


[Ronnov] In 1984, for example, you enticed the entire 
press corps over to Jutland to demonstrate that you were 
in good enough condition to milk a cow. Wouldn't you 
say this was a pseudo-opportunity in the American style? 


[Eliemann-Jensen] Yes, and so what? 


[Ronnov] Isn't this what you are charging Rasmussen 
with? 
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{Ellemann-Jensen] Oh, well, I’m only saying that it is 
wrong only to do this sort of thing—without being 
willing to hold an open discussion. 


Better Luck Next Time 


The Liberals won the election—overwhelmingly—but 
Rasmussen remained sitting in power. Nevertheless, 
Ellemann-Jensen refuses to allow the word “bitter” to be 
spoken. He instead prefers to encourage himself by 
saying: “But it is honorable. Better luck next time.” 


At Chrisiiansborg some are puzzled why Ellemann- 
Jensen was not present in the budget debates, when 
Conservative Party leader Hans Engelil participated so 
enthusiastically. 


[Ellemann-Jensen] The answer is very simple. The dis- 
cussions were not conducted on the highest level from 
the government’s side. If Nyrup had entered into the 
discussions, I would also have joined. The proceedings 
were steered by the parties’ political chairmen: Anders 
Fogh Rasmussen for us, and Hans Engell for the Conser- 
vatives. The discussions from both sides obtained a good 
result, without needing Nyrup or me. So that’s fine. 


The Liberal Party’s chairman moreover openly admits 
that he still has not decided in his mind how government 
power is going to be won. One combination would be for 
the Liberals and the Conservatives, together with the 
Progress Party, getting more that 50 percent of the vote. 
Or, also the Radical Liberals and Center Democrats 
might be tempted back into the nonsocialist fold. 


In this connection, Ellemann-Jensen gives recognition to 
Prime Minister Rasmussen: “He has been very skilful in 
holding tight to the middle parties and showing them 
consideration. That he has done.” 


Few Friends in Christiansborg 


Ellemann-Jensen has many friends. But not in Chris- 
tiansborg. This is by conscious choice. “The combina- 
tion of political work and close friendship is something I 
have always been a little cautious with. The job of being 
a political leader in fact can force one to take some 
unpleasant decisions, where such close friendships might 
disturbingly very much interfere.” 


{[Ronnov] Are you thinking of any special parties? 


[Ellemann-Jensen] No, I’m actually thinking of Nyrup 
the entire time. This is a personal stand I have had long 
before Nyrup entered politics. Accordingly, I have very 
consciously built up a protective zone around myself. 
Throughout my many years in politics, I have experi- 
enced some of the disappointments and difficulties 
which can crop up in such situations. 


The Liberals’ chairman becomes angry when he is con- 
fronted by the rumor that only seldom can he be found at 
Christiansborg. “I am not in the chamber much and sit 
down only in a committee meeting or a board. But I now 
come to most caucus sessions, and so I am accustomed to 
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in fact spending some time in the party on both domestic 
and foreign issues,” he says. 


Ellemann-Jensen says that he has it good in not being 
political spokesman and/or caucus chairman. “I am 
opposed to gathering too much power in one leader. I get 
along best with having many people around me, with 
each one coming up with his own answer. In this way I 
can set out the broad guidelines, and this works well. In 
this manner no one is indispensable in the Liberal 
Party—not even the chairman. One of the most impor- 
tant things for a leader is to assure that the organization 
can function. Also, the day he or one of the other key 
persons gets hit by a falling tile...” 


[Ronnov] Will you become prime minister of Denmark? 


[Ellemann-Jensen] This is my basic assumption. I feel 
this would be natural for me. 


[Ronnov] How do you feel about what [former Prime 
Minister] Poul Schluter has said, that it may well be that 
you will become prime minister, but it won't be in 
Denmark? 


[Eliemann-Jensen] I say only “oh, well.” 
{[Ronnov] Why do you think he said this? 


[Ellemann-Jensen] I don’t know. You have to ask him 
about this. 


{[Ronnov] Have you two ever talked about this? 
{Ellemann-Jensen] No. 


The Year 2000 


[Ronnov] Can you wait until the year 2000 to become 
prime minister? 

Suddenly the darkness disappears from the face of the 
former foreign minister. 


[Ellemann-Jensen] It is nice you ask about this. Almost 
ten years ago, BERLINGSKE TIDENDE did a series of 
articles entitled “Denmark in the Year 2000.” In this 
series, I was to become prime minister in the year 2000. 
[Political cartoonist] Tom Wikborg had made a depic- 
tion of how I would look then—a little paunchy and 
white-haired. What is frightening is that I already look 
like that now. He says this, letting loose his ringing 
laughter. [passage omitted] 


Poll: Growing Support for Joining WEU 


95P20307A Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
SONDAG in Danish 4 Dec 94 pp 1, 6 


[Article by Bent Winther: “Majority for West European 
Union”) 

[FBIS Translated Excerpt] A new Gallup poll shows a 
strongly rising support for Danish membership in the 
West European Union (WEU). The foreign minister 
thinks that a referendum is very likely. 
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Regardless of the outcome of the upcoming EU intergov- 
ernmental conference, the Danish voters will vote for 
Danish membership in the WEU within three years. This 
is what the Folketing caucus leader of the Center Dem- 
ocrats, Peter Duetoft, thinks. Defense cooperation was 
one of the four opt-outs which Denmark adopted with 
the referendum on the Maastricht agreement last year. 


“We are not going to rush into holding a referendum, 
that would make it too easy for the opponents to charge 
breach of promise. But we will hold it in connection with 
the intergovernmental conference in 1996,” says Duet- 
oft. 


With this statement he finally takes a stand in opposition 
to the Social Democrats and the Radical Liberals 
regarding what the voters are to decide on after the 1996 
conference. 


Foreign Minister Niels Helveg Petersen (Radical Lib- 
eral) thinks it is “very likely” that a referendum on the 
WEU will take place. “I believe that this is something for 
which we should be prepared,” he says. 


Defense Minister Hans Haekkerup (SDP) says that, in 
the present situation, nothing makes it necessary to 
become a member of the WEU. “We have currently no 
less influence because of the fact that we are only 
observers, but the world may see this differently, looking 
at it three to five years from now,” he says. 


A Gallup poll today shows that a referendum held now 
would give a large yes to the WEU. Over the last two 
years the number of those in favor has tripled, from 17 
percent in 1992, to 49 percent today. Thirty percent are 
against joining. [passage omitted] 


More Want Into the WEU 


Steadily increasing number of Danes want to enter the 
WEU. At the same time, there is widespread support for 
our current membership in NATO. Stationing of Danish 
UN troops in Bosnia is also supported by a large 
majority. 

The most noteworthy result of the survey is that a 
relative majority of the population currently backs Den- 
mark’s conversion of its present observer status in the 
WEU to full membership. This result represents a 
turning point in the position of many Danes, since 
Gallup polls in 1991 and 1992 showed a quite massive 
opposition against WEU membership. Over the course 
of the last two years so many Danes have changed 
position on this point that today there is a relative 
majority for membership. The largest support for mem- 
bership is found among nonsocialist voters, with two out 
of three being for it. Social Democratic voters are 
distributed roughly the same as the total population, 
while two of every three People’s Socialist voters are 
against Danish membership in the WEU. 


NATO 


The many-year Danish membership in NATO has con- 
tinued widespread support arnong the population. Since 
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1948, Gallup has regularly measured Danes’ opinion to 
our NATO membership, and in polls of most recent 
years the majority backing membership has remained at 
the current high level. It can moreover be added that in 
the many polls Gallup has conducted on this subject 
there has never been a majority against our NATO 
membership. 


Danish Soldiers To Remain in Bosnia 


In light of the steadily worsening operating conditions in 
Bosnia-Herzogovina, the governments of several coun- 
tries have threatened to bring there UN contingents 
home. [passage omitted] However, most Danes support 
Denmark’s deployment of UN soldiers to Bosnia, 
namely, that our soldiers should remain and continue 
with the humanitarian and peacekeeping tasks they are 
now doing. 


“Are you for or against Denmark participating in the 
EU's joint defense cooperation within the framework of 
the WEU?” 


For: 49 percent; against: 30 percent; don’t know: 21 
percent 


“Are you for or against Danish membership in NATO?” 


For: 69 percent; against: 12 percent; don’t know: 19 
percent 


“Do you support or oppose Denmark having stationed 
UN soldiers in Bosnia-Herzogovina?” 


For: 54 percent; against: 35 percent; don’t know: 11 
percent 


The Gallup poll was based on 957 telephone interviews 
with a representative cross-section of the Danish popu- 
lation over the age of 13. It was conducted during the 
period 20 November-1 December. 


Military Equipment Donated to Baltic Countries 


95P20328A Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
SONDAG in Danish 18 Dec 94 p 3 


[Article by Nils Eric Boesgaard: ‘Used Materiel to the 
Baltics”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] The [Danish] armed forces have 
entrusted Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania with five mil- 
lion kroner in surplus military equipment which would 
otherwise have been sold at auction. 


This involves around 20,000 of the old, single-colored 
M-58 uniforms, 300 vehicles of the models Dodge Power 
Wagon, Jeep M-38 and similar other types, fire extin- 
guishing equipment, office equipment, computers, and 
2,000 radios, all of which, however, must undergo thor- 
ough refurbishing before they can be used. In addition, 
they have received the working craft of the Maritime 
Administration, the “Rylen,” relates Captain Kent P. 
Boither, of the Army Materiel Command in Hjorring. 
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The Danish defense establishment is seriously engaged 
in building up the new armed forces of the Baltic 
countries, and—among other activities—is participating 
in training of the Baltic UN Battalion. In March Defense 
Minister Hans Haekkerup (SDP), during a visit to 
Estonia, handed over the old Greenland fisheries inspec- 
tion cutter “Mallemukken” to the Estonian navy. 
“Rylen,” which is a 9.7 meter long utility motorboat 
previously used in such places as Greenland, arrived in 
Tallinn last Thursday [15 December]. 
Recently, a delegation from the three countries visited at 
the Army Materiel Command for a few days and also 
spent time in the Jutland and Zealand depot areas in 
order to point out the surplus items they could use. 
“Estonia is getting equipment worth 1.8 million kroner, 
Latvia 1.1 million, and Lithuania 1.2 million. The radio 
equipment, which was given an estimated auction value 
of 0.9 million kroner, was not included on the price list, 
because we have written down the value to zero kroner,” 
explained Boither. 


“The Balts are incredibly grateful for the Danish assis- 
tance,” said the Danish military attache in Riga, Lt. 
Colonel Michael Clemmesen. 


“They have had very bad experiences with materiel 
assistance from other countries, and have therefore been 
especially glad that we invited them to come to Denmark 
themselves to pick out what they thought they could use. 
All of this together is something which to a significant 
degree will help the armed forces in their daily tasks,” he 
explained. 


Finland 


Ahtisaari, Aho Duel Over Foreign Policy Powers 


9SENOOS9B Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT in 
Finnish 2 Dec 94 p 7 


{Commentary by Unto Hamalainen: “The Old Order 
Maintains Its Authority”’} 


{[FBIS Translated Text] President Martti Ahtisaari 
gained another victory in that silent struggle that the 
cabinet and the president have been embroiled in during 
the early part of Ahtisaari’s term of office. First Ahtisaari 
humbled the cabinet by forcing it to wipe out, for the 
second time already, any mention of the prime minister 
being the representative at EU summit meetings. 


When Minister of Justice Anneli Jaatteenmaki of the 
KESK (Center Party) had cried for help from the 
Eduskunta, Ahtisaari worked out a plan with the SDP 
(Social Democratic Party) about changes to the cabinet 
proposal. After this plan was agreed upon, the maneu- 
vering room for the cabinet and governing parties was 
essentially nonexistent. They had to swallow the package 
formed by the Mantyniemi agreement. 
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The most important result is that the president main- 
tained, in all significant respects, his position as undis- 
puted leader in foreign affairs. The objective in rede- 
fining the way governing authority is apportioned was to 
transfer the center of authority from the president to the 
Eduskunta and the cabinet. Prime Minister Esko Aho of 
the KESK was offering the president a benchwarmer’s 
role. 


Ahtisaari wants to maintain an active role, to represent 
Finland at the EU summit meeting, and keep the reins in 
his own hands. 


“The president will participate when he wants to, and if 
he always wants to, then both will participate. That is 
how I understand it,” said SDP chairman Paavo Lip- 
ponen, who acted as the president’s spokesman at the 
Mantyniemi gate. 


On Wednesday the cabinet and the president concluded 
a long discussion about whether a defense policy com- 
mittee should be appointed or not. There will be no such 
committee. A report on Finnish security policy will be 
drafted by the foreign ministry as part of its duties, and 
the Eduskunta will receive it as information next 
summer. 


In its own way, this decision, too, was a victory for the 
president. If a committee had been made responsible for 
developing it, the political parties and other interest 
groups would have been able to have an impact in it. 
That would have enhanced the role of the defense 
ministry and the armed forces. Controversial public 
debate would probably have been the result of this since 
opinion is divided in Finland over, for example, the 
benefits and drawbacks of alliances. 


The chosen solution will withstand the controversy. The 
bureaucrats of the foreign ministry will draft a report on 
Finnish security policy, the political parties may-—if they 
so desire—send the ministry information on their posi- 
tions and platforms. When the time comes, the 
Eduskunta will receive a report that it will have no right 
to interfere with. 


All will transpire with the president's leadership. His 
stature will be enhanced when the cabinet and foreign 
minister are yet replaced during the writing of the report. 
The president and his closest advisers represent conti- 
nuity. 


Originally the “democratization” of Finnish foreign 
policy was a good idea. It was supposed to be imple- 
mented gradually as conditions became freer and Fin- 
land became a member of the EU. For a while it 
appeared as if the “democratizers” would win. 


The president-dominated system, that is, the old order, 
in power for mauiy decades, did not, however, give in but 
made a skillful counter-attack and now appears to be 
holding on to its power. 
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Restrictions on EU Presidential Powers Rejected 


BR0901104095 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in 
Swedish 2 Jan 94 p 5 


[Report signed “‘j-ae”: “Ahtisaari Asserts His Author- 
ity”) 

[FBIS Translated Text} Finnish President Martti Ahti- 
saari distanced himself very markedly from the interpre- 
tations from the Eduskunta’s Constitutional Committee 
when on New Year's Eve he ratified the partial consti- 
tutional reform giving the Eduskunta influence over EU 
[European Union] issues. Invoking certain new interpre- 
tations in this context, he made it clear that he does not 
accept the restrictions on his exercise of power decided 
on by the committee and the Eduskunta as a whole in the 
context of Finland's entry into the European Union. 


Ahtisaari outlined his attitude in a statement included in 
a cabinet protocol. He was not opposed to the partial 
reform of the Finnish Constitution as such, which is why 
it was duly ratified. 


In the partial reform the distribution of power is not 
directly affected in any way other than in an express 
stipulation which states that it is the prime minister who 
will inform the Eduskunta about EU summit meetings. 


Without going into details the president vuiced opposi- 
tion to the interpretational directives drawn up by the 
Constitutional Committee in its report on the partial 
reform which the Eduskunta then weut on to approve in 
practice. Among other things, the committee gives the 
government the right to examine issues affecting the 
EU’s common foreign and security policy and also 
stipulates that .: is the cabinet that will decide who 
should represent Finland at EU summit meetings. It was 
made clear that it would chiefly be the prime minister 
who should attend them. The possibility of the president 
also participating in certain circumstances was not ruled 
out, but the committee considered the scenario of both 
the prime minister and the president representing Fin- 
land to be problematic. 


In his statement Ahtisaari is now saying that the 
Eduskunta and the president of the republic should 
jointly wield legislative power and that the participation 
of both is required to this end. 


He goes on to say that the opinion voiced by the 
Eduskunta or any individual parliamentary committee 
in any context other than the actual legislative process 
“cannot on its own settle the question of whether the 
Constitution has been correctly interpreted.” Such an 
opinion question cannot interpret the Constitution in 
any valid way “if the president of the republic does not 
approve such an interpretation.” 


According to Ahtisaari, the Constitutional Committee's 
position could also lead to “‘a fundamental change in the 
balance of power among the highest state bodies in the 
field of foreign and security policy.” 
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“The change would come about simply through interpre- 
tations and declarations, and not changes in the law. If 
that position is applied in practice, it would make it 
impossible to pursue a coherent and consistent foreign 
policy. Whatever happens, Finland's foreign policy lead- 
ership must present a united front.” 


Then, using among other things a quotation from the 
speech given by former President Mauno Koivisto to the 
Eduskunta in February last year, Ahtisaari referred to 
the right which a new amendment to the Constitution at 
the time gave the Eduskunta and the government to 
participate in the national discussion of decisions made 
by international institutions. He says that this statute 
applies to decisions concerning domestic policy within 
the EU. 


On the other hand he claims that the established practice 
was for the president to decide on Finland's relations 
with foreign powers and on issues of foreign or security 
policy arising within the EU. In his opinion, this estab- 
lished practice leaves it up to the president to decide 
which foreign policy issues fall under the president's 
competence. 


Ahtisaan says that the president's duty to lead the way in 
foreign policy also applies to foreign and security policy 
within the EU, since there have noi been any plans to 
change or invalidate the president's leading role in the 
fieid of foreign policy. Thus he claims that the opinion of 
the Eduskunta’s Constitutional Committee on these 
matters cannot be applied to EU summit meetings. 


In his statement Ahtisaari also said that a precondition 
for the smooth running of Finland's affairs within the 
EU was “solid cooperation and mutual understanding 
between the president and the cabinet on all issues 
within the framework of the constitutional tasks assigned 
to both.” “I want cooperation, not confrontation.” 


Aho Cautious 


Prime Minister Esko Aho was very cautious when coin- 
menting on the current conflict. Clearly he does not want 
to stir up the confrontation any further. 


“I think that it should also be possible to maintain the 
delicate balance between the president's authority and 
the power wielded by parliament in matters involving 
the EU. The balance can be struck by having a system 
where the right to investigate all issues—including for- 
eign and security policy matters—belongs to the cabinet 
which enjoys the confidence of the Eduskunta, while the 
president has the power to decide on foreign and security 
policy issues. If this solution is respected on all sides 
conflicts can be avoided and any mattcrs and issues 
arising can be dealt with efficiently and effectively even 
within the EU.” 


Official Comments on UN Plan for Crisis Troops 


LDO801185495 Helsinki Suomen Yleisradio Network in 
Finnish 1530 GMT 8 Jan 95 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt] There are plans to establish a 
special crisis standby force in Finland for international 
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duties. The 5,000-man standby force would operate in 
world crisis areas under the auspices of the United 
Nations. The Defense Ministry is studying the feasibility 
of the plan. The matter is also expected to be raised 
during UN Secretary General Butrus Butrus Ghali’s visit 
to Finland next week. Tytti Sulander reports: 


[Sulander] [passage omitted: Butrus Butrus Ghali has 
proposed setting up special international crisis standby 
troops to be flown to crisis areas ahead of the arrival of 
actual peacekeepers] This idea has won support in Fin- 
land already ahead of the secretary general’s visit. Both 
the commander of the defense forces, Gustav Haeg- 
glund, and General Aimo Pajunen have voiced their 
support for the establishment of standby troops. Now the 
matter has interested Jan-Erik Enestam, the new defense 
minister, too. He does not, however, believe that the UN 
secretary general will receive a clear reply on the standby 
troops from Finland next week yet: 


[Begin Enestam recording] I am quite convinced that at 
this stage, we can only give a reply in principle because 
the situation is still so open here that we cannot give any 
binding, final reply. [end recording] 


[Sulander] In addition to the political obstacles, there are 
also financial hurdles in Finland to the idea of standby 
troops. Defense Minister Enestam thinks that the cost of 
setting up a standby brigade of 5,000 men will be 
between | to 2 billion marks. On top of this, there would 
be annual operating costs of 500 million marks a year. 
Defense Minister Jan-Erik Enestam: 


[Begin Enestam recording] It is quite clear that such a 
sum cannot be fit into the Defense Ministry’s current 
framework. [end recording] 


[Sulander] The Ministry of Defense is currently also 
studying the changes of the law related to the project. If 
Finnish standby troops are sent out into the world, 
Defense Minister Enestam thinks that at least the peace- 
keeping law and the law on the defense forces must be 
amended. The ministry has many other things too to 
ponder about: 


[Begin Enestam recording] Something that is much more 
important is this entire political discussion. Is this some- 
thing that fits into Finnish culture, into Finland’s peace- 
keeping profile? In the final resort, of course, parliament 
will decide on this matter, and it will not be this 
parliament anymore, but the next one [after elections in 
March]. [end recording] 


Expert on Military Doctrine, Defense Ties 


95EN0046C Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT in 
Finnish 12 Nov 94 p 2 


[Guest commentary by Markku Salomaa, doctor of polit- 
ical science and Finnish Academy researcher employed 
as a visiting research fellow at the Foreign Policy Insti- 
tute: “Military Strategy Without Basis for Agreement”] 
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[FBIS Translated Text] Markku Salomaa writes that 
Finland is joining the EU without any clear-cut doctrine 
for its own security. 


We would have expected a pithy definition of policy 
from the parliamentary debate on EU membership with 
regard to what Finland’s future basis for a security 
agreement and its doctrine will be. 


The discussion of the parliamentary Defense Commit- 
tee’s report on the effects of membership in the Euro- 
pean Union (29 October 1994) demonstrated that our 
country’s political leaders are not necessarily familiar 
with the nature of the military policy alternatives and 
means that will be open to us through the union, nor with 
the possibilities they will afford us. Membership in the 
WEU was rejected in a downright panic-stricken way. 
Why? 


If we agree to the extent [of the EU’s powers] in defense 
matters as stipulated in the Maastricht Treaty (Article 
J.4) in theory, why don’t we agree to it in practice 
(WEU)? The president of the republic expressed (on 16 
May 1994) Finland’s willingness “to fully participate in 
a common foreign and security policy and in its further 
development, as specified in the EU agreement.” 
According to the president’s orientation, “we will not 
exclude any alternative.” But now we are doing just that. 


In practice this means the parliamentary Foreign Affairs 
Committee’s long, multifaceted report (31 October 
1994) on Finland’s membership in the union. If its 
portrayal is the heart of our policy, Finland will be 
aiming at obtaining exceptions to the ways the Maas- 
tricht Treaty is implemented. 


Exceptions to Maastricht Treaty 


The report extensively and objectively describes the 
change in the environment of Finland’s political activity 
and proclaims Finland’s principles and views on a 
changing Europe, but it does not stake out the basis for 
an agreement on Finland’s security policy. It does not 
answer the question as to how Finland intends to move 
the extent to which it controls its foreign and defense 
policies as stipulated in the Maastricht Treaty from 
theory into practice. What is the new basis for agreement 
on our security? 


While the Foreign Affairs Committee states that the 
basis for evaluating the extent of control is in keeping 
with Finland’s foreign and security policy goals, ii nev- 
ertheless comes to the opposite conclusion: The com- 
mittee does not feel that “it is either necessary or in 
Finland's interest to aspire to membership in the WEU.” 
Observation alone of that organization is enough. The 
strategic grounds for rejecting full membership in the 
WEU are not objectively presented. This being the case, 
selecting what would appear to be appropriate for us at 
any given time from EU foreign and security policy 
remains the goal of observation alone. It looks as though 
Finland's inverse strategy tends to be the avoidance of 
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making strategic decisions, not participating in strategic 
decisions, not committing ourselves to the solution of 
problems, being satisfied with military “service-level” 
missions, but nonetheless entertaining indirect hopes of 
aid from union countries (WEU/NATO) if our own 
security fails us. 


In particular, the treatment accorded the Foreign Affairs 
Committee’s report by the press shows how easily people 
focus their attention on irrelevant factors. Thus Finland 
is now joining the EU without a clear-cut doctrine on its 
own security. 


Wouldn't it be best from Russia’s standpoint too if our 
decision were unambiguous and did not leave room for 
speculation? How can we in practice obtain exceptions 
to the foreign and security policy plans of the Maastricht 
Treaty without also weakening the credibility of the 
whole union policy? 


Membership in the union will in a unique way open to 
Finland alternative means of resolving the problem of its 
security doctrine. In this new situation we will finally be 
able to see the goals of our national policy, which 
coincide with the goals (doctrine) of the 10 most impor- 
tant union countries, which are full members of both the 
WEU and NATO. 


On the basis of this appraisal, we must decide on the 
rationality of potential alliance or nonalliance, decide on 
our choice of military courses of action, create the 
necessary military relations based on external pacts, and 
adapt the status of our Armed Forces to the new system. 
The report notwithstanding, it cannot be proven that a 
separate solution of our own to the problem of defense 
that is in keeping with Finland’s present policy would 
make more sense than the alternative of open alliance. It 
cannot be proven that openly joining the WEU or NATO 
would be an irrational decision. 


On the other hand, it is obvious that an attack on a 
member country af the WEU or NATO by any party 
whatsoever would be a senseless act and this is why it has 
not happened. It might, however, be that Finland's 
privileges in time of crisis would open the door to the 
possibility of someone’s blackmailing the EU through 
pressure applied to Finland if this country is not among 
those guaranteed protection by the WEU or NATO and 
protected by a strategic deterrent. 


Alliance Would Make Finland Stronger 


Therefore, we shouid reassess whether the doctrine we 
have proclaimed still makes sense, given the present 
state of military technology and operational develop- 
ments. 


With the superiority in military technology of the alli- 
ance, it would be possible for us to minimize our losses 
or entirely prevent them. Thus the alliance would not 
constitute a threat, but a strength factor. This is also 
valid for the nuclear weapons deterrent, by means of 
which preventive security guarantees are maintained. 
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The claims that nuclear weapons are not suitable for the 
defense of small countries are based on a narrow view of 
tactical and operational interpretations. 


The alliance’s nuclear weapons policy is collective in 
nature. “An attack on one of us is an attack on all of us” 
(NATO). Nuclear weapons have been political weapons 
since as early as 1945. They have maintained political 
stability at times when there would have otherwise been 
the threat of a military confrontation. 


Norway 


Embassy To Be ‘Bridgehead’ for EU Access 


BR0601114695 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 4 
Jan 95 p 9 


[Report by Elisabeth Holte: “Stockholm as Norway’s EU 
Listening Post”} 


[FBIS Translated Text] Stockholm—With Sweden, Den- 
mark, and Finland in the EU [European Union] and 
Norway outside, the political “watch” has been intensi- 
fied in Norway’s embassies in these three countries. 


“The main impression here in Stockholm is that the 
Swedes are very open when it comes to keeping Norway 
informed about what is happenine in EU cooperation. 
After the Norwegian referendum the embassy has there- 
fore had a series of meetings with the Swedish Foreign 
Ministry in order to set up effective routines for infor- 
mation and consultation,” said Ketil Borde, Norway's 
ambassador to Sweden. This covers both the political 
and the trade dimensions. 


Borde calls expressions like “Sweden will speak for 
Norway” just figures of speech. “What we are doing now 
is building up effective cooperation routines, so that 
we—when matters of interest to Norway arise in the 
EU—can contact the Swedes and ask them to keep 
Norwegian interests in mind during internal EU discus- 
sions,” he said. 


The information and consultation mechanisms which 
Borde is trying to set up include regular briefings for the 
embassy people from the Swedes on the ongoing coop- 
eration in the EU. The Norwegian side would of course 
also like access to as many EU documents as possible, 
but here there are still a number of unclarified points 
concerning how much Norway as a nonmember can 
count on being allowed to see. 


Broad Goodwill 


At the Swedish Foreign Ministry and at other ministries 
people are well-disposed toward consultations and an 
exchange of information with the Norwegians in this 
new situation with the two neighboring countries on 
opposite sides of the EU border. Given the close ties 
between the two countries, centrally placed Norwegian 
and Swedish diplomats and politicians know each other 
well, both professionally and personally. 
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And there is every reason to believe that the Swedes are 
trying to make things easier for their Norwegian col- 
leagues at the practical, bilateral level. The diplomats 
have full political support from the highest level: Prime 
Minister Ingvar Carlsson has repeated on a number of 
occasions that he will do everything in his power to 
reduce the disadvantages for Norway of remaining out- 
side the EU, even if he also admits that the two countries 
have different interests and different emphases. 


“Bridgehead” Reinforced 

But it is recognized in both the Swedish and Norwegian 
Foreign Ministries that the new information and consul- 
tation routines must be organized in such a way that they 
function automatically and do not lead to too much 
additional work for what is after all a limited Swedish 
EU machine. 


The Norwegian Embassy in Stockholm will for its part 
get an additional embassy secretary in order to handle 
the additional work that becoming a Norwegian “bridge- 
head” in the EU will inevitably entail. And next month 
Under Secretary of State Siri Bjerke will visit Stockholm 
in an attempt to further increase goodwill. 


Must Be Followed Up 


“It is important that the Norwegian side follow up on the 
Swedish goodwill we are meeting. If not, it will be our 
own fault if these contacts do not work,” Ambassador 
Ketil Borde said. 


Sweden 


Hellstrom on Government’s Policy in EU 


95ENOOS6A Stockholm VECKANS AFFARER in 
Swedish 21 Nov 94 pp 26-27 


[Interview with Foreign Trade Minister Mats Hellstrom 
by Ewa Hedlund in Brussels; date not given: ““No Hurry 
on Sweden’s European Union Policy”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Sweden’s long-term position on 
the European Union (EU) will first be set a year from 
now, according to Mats Hellstrom. But Sweden is 
already on the offensive when it comes to unemployment 
and the environment. 


The Swedish people have scarcely said yes to the EU 
before the Carlsson government is being accused of 
having no stable EU policy. Everyone is now asking how 
we should utilize membership. At a conference on the 
EU’s future in Brussels last Friday, Conservative Party 
leader Carl Bildt called for a similar debate in Sweden. 
He criticized the government for not daring to discuss 
the issue before the referendum because of splits in the 
Social Democratic Party. 


At the same time that Bildt was speaking in Brussels, 
European Affairs Minister Mats Hellstrom opened the 
very debate that everyone is now calling for. He met with 
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the Riksdag’s EU delegation, which will be changed after 
the beginning of the year to a permanent EU Commis- 
sion that will coordinate EU issues in the Riksdag. The 
meeting was the beginning of a discussion with the 
various Riksdag parties on Sweden's long-term EU 
policy before the EU government conference that will 
begin in 1996. 

{Hedlund} Around which issues do you want Sweden’s 
long-term EU policy to be formed? 


[Hellstrom] We do not intend to present a finished 
program. First we want to listen to the parties. A Swedish 
position should be hammered out in the fall of 1995. Not 
until June, after the French presidential election, will the 
EU appoint a advisory group to prepare the government 
conference. In other words, we have plenty of time to 
discuss how we want the EU to develop and what we 
want Sweden’s position to be. 


[Hedlund] But the EU countries are already getting into 
position on the general issues, such as whether the EU 
should develop at varying rates of speed. Germany has 
mentioned many times that the forms of decision must 
be reviewed. And several countries are already dis- 
cussing defense policy. You must already have an 
opinion on these general issues. 


[Hellstrom] I would think the government conference is 
more likely to result in quite limited changes to improve 


cooperation than in any large-scale, grandiose new con- 
struction. 


[Hedlund] Then what do you think should be done to 
improve cooperation? 


[Hellstrom] There are two common ways of approaching 
this in the debate. One is to say that the Maastricht treaty 
must be made more specific, in which case one starts 
with Maastricht and sees what needs to be specified. 


Another approach is to start from scratch and build 
something new and implement institutional changes 
with a two-chamber system, for example. 


[Hedlund] Which approach do you prefer? 


[Hellstrom] I think both should be avoided. What the 
debate should involve is how to make the EU system 
work better so that decisions correspond to what citizens 
demand. Then one must ask oneself which political 
problems should be solved. In other words, one starts 
instead with which issues will be developed better with a 
common policy. 


[Hedlund] Which specific issues do the Social Demo- 
crats think should be solved with a common policy? 


{Helistrom] In the program the European Social Demo- 
cratic Parties, ESP, presented before the EU parliamen- 
tary elections in June we went through the problems that 
we think need to be solved with a common policy. They 
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are employment, economic stability, equality, the envi- 


ronment, mutual security, the fight against xenophobia 
and racism, and enhanced democracy. 


Which of these problems can be solve right away if the 
politicians have the will to do so? And in which cases can 
one say that no, these are hard to solve jointly because we 
do not have institutions for them. First then will the 
question of institutions enter in. Or perhaps it will be 
decided that a problem is hard to solve because the 
institutions hinder a solution. 


[Hedlund] It is a common European, or rather French, 
method to begin by looking at the institutions and then 
moving on to the issues. 


[Hellstrom] Yes, exactly. But I think it is wise to start out 
on the basis of issue policy and see what institutional 
changes are needed there. Then there is a debate and 
decisions that make it easier to create solutions so that 
citizens really get their problems solved by the politi- 
cians. 


[Hedlund] What immediate problems is Sweden 
thinking of tackling as an EU member? 


[Helistrom] The most immediate problem is employ- 
ment. There we have the work done by Allan Larsson, 
which resulted in the program “Put Europe to Work.” It 
has been approved by all the Social Democratic Party 
leaders and is the Social Democrats’ starting po.nt in the 
discussion that will now occur during the EU summit 
meeting in Essen. We have taken a similar initiative on 
environmental issues. The Nordic countries have dis- 
cussed extending the environmental program that the 
Social Democrats approved earlier this year to the rest of 
Europe. 


[Hedlund] Before the referendum the Social Democrats 
talked a lot about the possibility that the Nordic region 
could form a strong bloc in the EU. Do you believe the 
Nordic region can speak with one voice in the EU? 


[Hellstrom] We Nordics have common assessments of 
many questions. But that is not the most important 
thing. The most important thing is that we have common 
assessments and solutions that are attractive to others. It 
is when this combination is found that we are strong. 
The Nordic region is strong in such areas as the labor 
market, environmental issues, and equality. And people 
in the EU are interested in our solutions here. But the 
Nordic countries cannot and should not act as a bloc. 


[Hedlund] In other words one cannot have a permanent 
Nordic voice in the EU any more than one can have a 
permanent Social Democratic voice? 


[Hellstrom] You are right about that, but with a reserva- 
tion. The Maastricht treaty encourages the creation of 
European parties. The ESP is a party in precisely the 
sense that the Maastricht treaty suggests, and the same is 
true of the European Christian Democratic parties. So 
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there is a hope that party profiling will increase. There 
will be a clearer political debate in Europe. 
[Hedlund] What coalition parties can you think of out- 
side the Nordic area? 

[Hellstrom] You must not forget that there may be 


unexpected coalitions. When it comes to equality, | 
know there is strong interest in southern Europe in 
forming a coalition to counter macho-conservative Cen- 
tral Europe. There are very strong forces among women’s 
groups in southern Europe. So there are possibilities for 
a north-south coalition there. Of course, there is 
machismo in southern Europe, but what I want to say is 
that we should definitely not just look in our immediate 
vicinity when we form alliances in the EU. 


[Box, p 26] 


Hellstrom on federalism: “I have great respect for those 
who are federalists. For the Germans, for example, 
federalism involves making local decisions. But in 
Sweden federalism is regarded as supranationalism.” 


On the EU Commission: ““We want to go one step farther 
than Denmark, involve relevant committees more. We 
do not want to have a smal! group of EU experts.” 


On the veto right in the EU: “We do not want a veto 
right with regard to environmental policy, we want 
majority decisions in that area. On the other hand, we 
want the veto right retained when it comes to questions 
that are vital to national sovereignty, such as foreign 
policy and security policy.” 


[Box, p 27] 
Hellistrom’s World 
Born: 12 January 1942, in Stockholm. 


Education: Graduated from Stockholm University in 
1965. 


Career: 1965-69, taught economics at Stockholm Uni- 
versity. 1969, Riksdag member. 1983-86, foreign trade 
minister. 1986-91, agriculture minister. 1992-94, vice 
chairman of Riksdag’s EU delegation. 1994, European 
affairs and foreign trade minister. 


Family: Wife Elisabeth, one son (23) and one daughter 
(20). 


Income: Around 650,000 kronor a year. 
Home: Apartment in Soder, Stockholm 
Leisure interests: Reading and hiking in the mountains. 


SDP Gets Support From Left for EU Financing 


9SENOOS6C Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in 
Swedish 23 Nov 94 p 8 


[Article by Borje Karlsson: “Payroll Tax To Pay for 
EU”) 
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[FBIS Translated Text] The Social Democrats and the 
Left Party now agree on how Sweden’s EU membership 
fee will be paid. The first effect will be a 1.5-percent 
increase in payroll taxes, starting on | January of next 
year. 


In 1996, real estate taxes will be introduced on agricul- 
tural property and industrial and office premises, and at 
the same time a number of environmental taxes will be 
increased. The value-added tax on postage and restau- 
rant meals will also be increased. Cuts will be made in 
regional policy, agricultural subsidies, research, and aid, 
but according to Finance Minister Goran Persson they 
will be offset by grants from the EU. 


Total tax increases and cuts of 18.4 billion kronor are 
involved. This is !.7 billion less than the amount needed 
to fully finance the expected membership fee in 1998 
when the transitional abatements are eliminated. 


“We will wait with the 1.7 billion until we see what 
effects membership has,” said Persson. 


Proponents Unwilling 


The four nonsocialist parties, all of which supported the 
affirmative side in the referendum, were unwilling to 
discuss financing with the government. In their opinion 
the fee should be dealt with in the budget in the same 
way as all other expenditures. The government talked to 
the “no parties” instead. 


“Paradoxically, they have been more interested in fol- 
lowing up the will of the people than the nonsocialist 
parties,” Persson noted somewhat caustically. 


According to Persson the Green Party also came close to 
supporting the agreement with the Left Party. Birger 
Schlaug (Green) said in a comment that the Greens 
wanted a smaller increase in payroll taxes and a larger 
increase in the tax on carbon dioxide and nuclear power. 


Gudrun Schyman of the Left Party thinks the agreement 
is a good one, even though she had to drop the demand 
for a corporate tax increase and a higher tax on those 
earning big incomes. 


“Payroll taxes were raised by only 1.5 percent, not 2 
percent as the government originally wanted,” said Schy- 
man, who also noted that local authorities and county 
councils are exempt from the tax increase. 


Good Environmental Profile 


The Left Party also saw to it that property taxes were 
higher than the government had intended, Schyman 
maintained. 
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“And with higher taxes on carbon dioxide emission, 
nuclear power, and hydroelectric power the agreement 
has also acquired a good environmental profile,” she 
said. 


Schyman also views it as a success that a special fund will 
be set aside so that smaller farms that are hit by the 
property tax in 1996 will receive financial compensation. 


Persson feels that on the whole he gained support for the 
“plan” he had all along. He does not think higher payroll 
taxes will lead to fewer people being hired. 


“Companies will reap incredible benefits from Sweden’s 
membership in the EU,” he said. 


Nor does he feel the government has introduced a new 
budget principle by financing the EU fee in a special 
arrangement. 


“The new funds are not earmarked, they are going 
directly into the treasury. Next year there will be no 
connection,” he asserted. 

This is what the financing plan, which will be fully 
implemented in 1998, looks like: 


¢ The payroll tax increase of 1.5 percent will provide 
6.3 billion kroner (after compensating local authori- 
ties and county councils). 

¢ The new property taxes will provide a total of 3.5 
billion. The tax rate will be 1.7 percent on agricultural 
property, 0.5 percent on forest property and indus- 
trial buildings, and | percent on commercial premises 
(offices, shops, etc.). 

¢ EU-adjusted value-added taxes and taxes on specific 
items, 1.1 billion. 

* A tax on diesel oil for work equipment, 0.4 billion. 

e An environmental tax on commercial fertilizer 
(already agreed on), 0.2 billion. 

¢ Higher carbon dioxide taxes for industry, 0.3 billion. 

¢ A production tax increase on older hydroelectric 
power, 0.4 billion. 

¢« A production tax increase on nuclear power, 0.1 
billion. 

* An environmental tax on natural gravel, 0.1 billion. 

¢ In addition, 6 billion will be saved in various areas 
that will benefit from EU grants: regional policy, farm 
support, research, aid, etc. 


Divided on Research 


Left Party leader Schyman accepted the level of savings, 
but she has not given the go-ahead on the details. 


“This matter is somewhat up in the air.” she said. “We 
do not agree with the Social Democrats on making cuts 
in regional policy and research, and we reserve the right 
to make our own proposals later.” 
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Developments in Talks Concerning Cyprus Asked whether there is a U.S. plan for a resolution of the 
Solution Cyprus issue, President Glavkos Kliridhis today said 


Kliridhis on Butrus-Ghali Remarks 


NC0601171895 Nicosia Cyprus Broadcasting Corporation 
Radio Network in Greek 1130 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] President Glavkos Kliridhis 
stressed once again that the Greek Cypriot side believes 
that resuming a dialogue without a common basis would 
200 SENS CS, G50 Cs CED Gea Cee Co 
act. 


The president made this statement in response to 
remarks by UN Secretary General Butrus Butrus-Ghali 
made last night. Kliridhis added that when a common 
basis for the talks is found based on the UN resolutions, 
then we can discuss the substance of the Cyprus issue 


and the confidence-building measures. 


The president noted that there has been no discussion of 
the substance of the Cyprus issue because there has been 
no common basis, and noted that the Greek Cypriot side 
does not know what information Butrus-Ghali has 
regarding the Turkish positions. Our own information, 
the president added, is that the Turkish positions have 
not changed since the unofficial deliberations. 
Speaking last night during a news conference at the UN 
headquarters, the secretary general said that he will be 
using a two-channel procedure on Cyprus; one will 
concentrate on the substance of the issue and one on the 
confidence-building measures. The goal of this proce- 
dure is to maintain mobility for negotiations and peace 
in Cyprus. 

The secretary general also said that he is in contact with 
President Kliridhis and [Turkish Cypriot leader] Rauf 
Denktas, as well as with his special representative, Joe 
Clark, and expressed the hope that the talks will begin 
soon. We have a double goal, he said. The first is to 
discuss the substance of the issue, which is the map and 
the return of refugees, and the other is the measures for 
building confidence between the Greek Cypriots and 
Turkish Cypriots. One of the plans, he continued, is the 
reconstruction of Nicosia International Airport in 
exchange for placing the town of Varosha under UN 
control. 


Knowledge of U.S. Plan Denied 


NC0601171995 Nicosia Cyprus Broadcasting Corporation 
Radio Network in Greek 1130 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Transiated Text] From statements made in 
Nicosia by Richard Holbrooke, U.S. assistant secretary 
of state for European affairs, it is evident that the United 
States is at the stage of working out and finalizing a 
specific plan on the Cyprus issue. The plan is expected to 
be launched during the visit of U.S. presidential envoy 
Richard Beattie to.the region before t/:e end of January. 


that he does not know anything about a plan or whether 
Beattie will bring one with him when he visits Cyprus. 
Responding to another question on whether Beattie will 
be able to comprehend the Cyprus issue within a few 
days and help, President Kliridhis noted that it is diffi- 
cult for one to comprehend all the aspects of the Cyprus 
issue. However, he said that Beattie may have been 
following developments in the Cyprus issue. 


Feissel on New York Contacts 


NC0701164195 Nicosia Cyprus Broadcasting Corporation 
Radio Network in Greek 1500 GMT 7 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Gustave Feissel, the UN secre- 
tary general's acting special representative, returned to 
Cyprus this afternoon. He said that he will continue his 
contacts with President Glavkos Kliridhis and Rauf 
Denktas, to whom he will convey all that the UN 
secretary general entrusted him to convey during their 
meeting in New York. 


Mr. Feissel added: The objective of the efforts is still to 
make progress in the substantive aspects of the Cyprus 
issue and to explore what can be done with the confi- 
dence-building measures. He further noted that as a 
result of his contacts at UN Headquarters, he established 
that the Cyprus issue remains very high on the list of 
interests of the UN Secretariat and it is a question on 
which they want progress to be made. Mr. Feissel also 
said that the situation remains as it was before his 
departure from Cyprus [on 14 December 1994]. 


Referring to his meeting with Richard Beattie, President 
Clinton’s special envoy on the Cyprus issue, Mr. Feissel 
said they held a general discussion. Responding to ques- 
tions, Mr. Feisse! said he is not aware of any U.S. plan or 
ideas for the Cyprus issue and added that what he has 
established is the U.S. side's interest in giving every 
support to the UN secretary general so that the latter’s 
efforts may succeed. 


Mikhailidhis Blames Ankara 


NC0801202995 Nicosia Cyprus Broadcasting Corporation 
Radio Network in Greek 2000 GMT 8 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Foreign Minister Alekos 
Mikhailidhis left for London this afternoon. in a state- 
ment to Cyprus Broadcasting Corporation, he stressed 
that Greece’s veto on Turkey's customs union with the 
European Union [EU] is the best negotiating card that 
Cyprus has. Mr. Mikhailidhis added: What we want to 
see made clear is that any decision on Cyprus’ course 
toward Europe will be independent from a solution to 
the Cyprus issue. He further noted: Today, since both the 
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Europeans and the Americans cannot or do not want to 
put pressure on Ankara, it has become obvious that the 
only indirect lever of pressure is to set a date for the 
opening of negotiations for EU accession. This will work 
as a catalyst in the efforts to solve the Cyprus issue. 
Mr. Mikhailidhis also stressed: It is now an open secret 
that the obstacle to a Cyprus solution is not Rauf 
Denktas but Ankara, which refuses to make any move 
toward removing the deadlock. 


DIKO Chairman Criticizes Holbrooke’s Stance 


NC0901 103895 Nicosia O FILELEVTHEROS in Greek 
9 Jan 95 p 10 


{[FBIS Translated Text] DIKO [Democratic Party] 
chairman Spiros Kiprianou has strongly criticized the 
stance of Richard Holbrooke, the U.S. assistant secretary 
of state for European affairs, who attributed responsi- 
bility for the lack of progress in the Cyprus issue to both 
sides. 

Mr. Kiprianou spoke at the inaugural ceremony for the 
new wing on DIKO’s own building in Athienou. Refer- 
ring to the latest developments in the Cyprus issue, he 
stressed that now there is a positive approach to Cyprus’ 
application to join the European Union [EU]. 


Clearly referring to Mr. Richard Holbrooke, the DIKO 
chairman said that “he more or less told us that both 
sides are responsible for the deadlock and that there is no 
political will by either side.” Mr. Kiprianou added: 
“This serves to strengthen Turkish intransigence. Unfor- 
tunately, the big powers are continuously encouraging 
Turkish intransigence. It is not merely tolerance, it is an 
attempt to push our side to converge with the Turkish 
positions so that there can be a compromise, which we 
consider unacceptable.” 


The DIKO chairman then stressed that, except for com- 
promises and concessions, there is nothing more that our 
side can do, noting that “we have no leeway left. We 
want a democratic, free, and happy Cyprus.” Mr. Kipri- 
anou pointed out that on a short-term basis one cannot 
be optimistic, but in the long run we must be optimistic 
because we are determined to continue our struggle until 
we get what we are entitled to. 


Denktas: Cyprus Solution First 


TA0601190495 Nicosia Bayrak Radio in Turkish 1630 
GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] President Rauf Denktas has said 
that Cyprus’ joining the European Union [EU] can be 
possible only after a solution is found to the Cyprus issue 
and stressed the importance of securing the arrange- 
ments necessary to guarantee the Turkish Cypriots’ 
rights in case of membership. If not, Denktas continued, 
it will be obvious that the reason behind the Greek 
Cypriots’ joining the EU is a political initiative aimed at 
destroying the Turkish Cypriots’ rights and guarantees in 
Cyprus. 
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According to TAK [Turkish Cypriot News Agency], 
Denktas stated that Camp David-style negotiations are 
not on the agenda for the Cyprus issue. Pointing out that 
Cyprus has intensified its contacts in a bid to join the 
EU, Denktas stated that EU membership is connected to 
a Cyprus solution in addition to Turkey's assuming its 
place in the EU. Remarking that this issue, as the UN 
secretary general envisaged, is an issue that can be 
resolved by a separate vote in the two communities when 
Cyprus unites by conciliation, Denktas added: If we 
endorse the Greek Cypriots at this stage in their one- 
sided illegal application it is equivalent to our recog- 
nizing them as the legal government of Cyprus. Mean- 
while, the Turkish Cypriots will be on the verge of a great 
disaster if the whole of Cyprus joins the EU without first 
establishing conciliation. Stressing that he views the 
Greek Cypriot Administration’s membership in the EU 
as a political move in a bid to eliminate the Turkish 
guarantee, Denktas added: We have no intention of 
reaching an agreement that does not contain Turkey's 
guarantee. Denktas noted that they are aware of the 
danger that the Greek Cypriots may be granted the right 
to settle on the properties in the north by joining the EU. 


In response to a question on the upcoming visit of the 
U.S. presidential special envoy Richard Beattie, which 
will start on 22 January, Denktas said: We krow that Mr. 
Beattie is a valuable legislator and is a person who 
advocates justice. Our hope is that he will assess the 
essence of the issue and its reasons realistically. Mr. 
Beattie will probably first conduct an investigation and 
then form an opinion. 


Recounting that the Greek Cypriot Administration reit- 
erates at every opportunity its disinterest in peace, 
Denktas said that there are no changes in the Greek 
Cypriot policies, which reject the confidence-building 
measures. Denktas continued: It is impossible to discuss 
the essence of the Cyprus issue in this atmosphere of 
insecurity and threat without first establishing confi- 
dence. 


Noting that Greek Cypriot leader Kliridhis is proceeding 
with his threats to the effect that today’s situation is 
unacceptable, Denktas pointed out that today’s situation 
was created by the Greek Cypriots. Recounting that 
Kliridhis’ statement presents Greek Cypriot views that 
enosis would be favored if it could be attained at no cost, 
Denktas added: Now they seek a solution without any 
cost and go unpunished for the murders they have 
committed for 20 years. Assessing a statement made by 
Kliridhis and the National Organization of Cypriot 
Fighters leader on expelling the Turkish invaders in 
unity while they were cutting the New Year's Eve cake, 
Denktas said: Their statement will be written in the 
annals. Denktas said: They not only cut the cake but also 
cut Cyprus into two. We are taking note of their state- 
ments and photographs and want the rest of the world 
and diplomats to assess them accordingly. 
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Paper on U.S. Officials’ Talks 
NC0601180595 Nicosia KIBRIS in Turkish 6 Jan 95 p 4 


{Unattributed report: “Uncle Sam in Cyprus”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The United States launched an 
effort at the beginning of the new year to find an urgent 
solution to the Cyprus problem. Uncle Sam’s Assistant 
Secretary of State Richard Holbrooke and U.S. Special 
Coordinator on Cyprus Affairs James Williams held 
intensive talks in Nicosia during the past two days. 
Meanwhile, it has been reported that Richard Beattie, 
U.S. assistant secretary for European affairs, will arrive 
in Cyprus to hold talks with the two sides on 22 January. 


The United States has moved to find a bizonal and 
bicommunal solution to the problem. However, it is 
convinced that this can be achieved only if the Turkish 
Cypriot side agrees to make a territorial concession. 


Richard Holbrooke was asked in the Greek Cypriot side 
two days ago to comment on Turkey’s peace operation in 
Cyprus in 1974. He responded by saying that “the 
developments that took place on the island in 1974 are 
now buried in history. I do not wish to argue on what 
took place in the past.” 


Detailed information has not been available on Richard 
Holbrooke's talks with President Rauf Denktas and the 
political party leaders. However, 1: has been reporied 
that the U.S. officials will intensify their talks in Athens, 
Ankara, and Nicosia after their contacts on the island. 
The diplomatic sources in Nicosia are convinced that 
their talks will soon be used as a means of directing 
intensive pressure on Ankara and the TRNC [Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus] to force them to agree to 
make a territorial concession. 


Meanwhile, it is believed that the U.S. officials will try to 
find a final solution to the Cyprus problem with the UN 
Security Council’s support in 1995. The Turkish Cypriot 
side is opposed to the concept of “finding a solution, 
regardless of whatever it may be.” In view of that, it is 
believed that it may agree to hold talks if the Turkish 
Cypriot people's right to sovereignty and Turkey's guar- 
antee are accepted. 


The Turkish Cypriot side has informed the U.S. officials 
that a fair and lasting solution based on the concept of 
bizonality and bicommunality can be found to solve the 
problem if the Turkish Cypriot people's right to sover- 
eignty and Turkey's guarantee are accepted. 


It will be recalled that the U.S. diplomats supported the 
package of confidence-building measures in 1994. How- 
ever, it seems that they will maintain a shuttle diplomacy 
for a reconciliation between the two sides on a compre- 
hensive package agreement before the presidential elec- 
tions are held in the TRNC in April. In view of that, the 
U.S. officials, who believe that the Cyprus problem is 
linked to the Greek Cypriot side's decision to join the 
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European Union, may submit a package agreement to 
Ankara, Athens, and Nicosia for the settlement of the 
problem in the next few weeks. 


Column Urges US. To ‘Talk Straight’ 


NC0701091895 Nicosia THE CYPRUS WEEKLY in 
English 7 Jan 95 p 4 


[From the “Viewpoint” column: “Straight Talk, Please”’] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The people of Cyprus should be 

grateful to President Bill Clinton for his determination 

to “breathe new life” into the moribund Cyprus peace 

an. eo ganemnnns pectentiy Ly . Sasestany ef Siete 
Christopher. 


It is becoming increasingly clear that the task of Richard 
Beattie, the special presidential emissary for Cyprus, 
when he visits the island later this month, will be to 
convince the rival sides in Cyprus to compromise for the 
sake of the desired settlement. 

The question that will arise is what sort of compromise is 
Beattie likely to promote? 

The Cyprus government has valid reasons to feel deeply 
concerned on this point as a result of the recent official 
U.S. statements, both Clinton's own latest bi-monthly 
report to Congress and those by Assistant Secretary of 
State Richard Holbrooke, following his contacts in 
Nicosia this week. 

Holbrooke stated after meeting President Glavkos Klir- 
idhis that he was given a very clear explanation of the 
Greek Cypriot views, and a few hours later he told 
reporters at the airport that both the Greek Cypriot and 
Turkish Cypriot sides lacked the will to proceed to a 
settlement. 


a ae explanation” given to 
Sim by iisidhie Ines tie Gunes Gamaies anclios tes 
been crystal clear all along: that the Cyprus government 
is ready to accept a settlement based on the UN resolu- 
tions. 

This cannot be construed in any way as a lack of will to 
reach a settlement. 


It is regrettable that the official American declarations 


miscor strue this crystal-clear Cypr: 1. What is 
worse, and most worrisome, is the » official 
U.S. line equates the Cyprus accepta. * ‘ye equally 
crystal-clear Turkish rejection of the UN 1 ons. 


Both President Clinton in his report and other U.S. 
officials ignore the verdict of the UN Secretary-General, 
who blames the lack of progress on the lack of political 
will by the Turkish side. 

This U.S. approach becomes even more worrisome in 
view of Holbrooke’s dismissal of the Turkish invasion 
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and continuing occupation of the northern third of 
Cyprus as a historical irreverence [as published] in the 
search for a settlement. 

The Security Council resolutions are designed specifi- 
cally to correct the breach of international law and 
continuing violation of human rights committed by 
Turkey. Ankara rejects the Security Council resolutions 
because it wants to legitimise its actions, believing that 
the chances of the international recognition of the fait 
accompli increase with every day, every month and 
every year that the Cyprus problem remains unresolved. 


Holbrooke replied that the UN resolutions on Cyprus 
“should be implemented,” in response to a question 
during his visit. He promptly shut up and ran off, 
however, when reporters followed up the first question 
with one on why these resolutions remain unimple- 
mented. 


Butros Butros-Ghali only yesterday took a firm stand on 
the implementation of the provisions of the resolutions, 
declaring that the refugees musi return. 


Richard Beattie as the new presidential emissary must 
clarify from the start whether his mission is to bring 
about a settlement based on the UN resolutions, or 
whether it is likely to develop into a repeat of the 
scenario for an imposed solution through underhand 
methods revealed in the secret Britis: Foreign Office 
papers this weekend. 


P.S. Current U.S. officials should note thai the former 
U.S. Secretary of State Dean Rusk took the stand, as 
revealed in the secret British papers, that Turkey had no 
right to intervene militarily on the island. They should 
then base their efforts for a settlement on the premise 
that a violation of international law must be correcied 
rather than legitimised. 


New Policy ‘Without Ilusions’ Advocated 
NC0701094095 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 7 Jan 95 
pl 


[From the “Controversials” column by “Arkanis”: 
“Without Illusions” ] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Unfortunately the first indica- 
tions of the new U.S. initiative confirm AKEL’s [Restor- 
ative Party of the Working People] concerns and worries. 
The United States does not intend to exert any pressure 
or even its influence on the intransigent and negative 
Turkish side. The statement by Richard Holbrooke, U.S. 
assistant secretary of state for European affairs, that he 
docs not see a solution to the Cyprus issue soon indicates 
that the United States will not use pressure to overturn 


the unacceptable status quo. 

The center of the U.S. initiative is the dangerous confi- 
dence-building measures [CBM's] package as it has been 
shaped during the presidency of Glavkos Kliridhis. 
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Holbrooke considers that the two sides are already very 
close to a solution with regard to the CBM’s. Unfortu- 
nately, the U.S. assistant secretary of state put the victim 
and the aggressor in the same category when he claimed 
that the two sides thus far have not had the necessary 
political will to take the steps necessary for a solution. 


This point confirms ihe outright failure of Kliridhis’ 
policy. He accepted the dangerous CBM’s in order to 
show political will and expose the Turkish side and 
finally managed the impossible: He gave the Turkish side 
a chance to escape from the corner it was in due to UN 
Security Council Resolution 789, sidelined the substance 
of the Cyprus issue, and accepted the dangerous CBM’s 
while at the same time our side has been deemed equally 
responsible with as intransigent Turkish side. 
Irrespective of how often President Kliridhis says that 
the United States is not pressuring for implementation of 
the CBM’s, everyone knows that exactly the opposite is 
true. The United States insists, as Holbrooke said, on a 
settlement of the Cyprus issue through the CBM’s. 


All facts and indications point to: 


First, the United States will continue its current policy 
with its insistence on the implementation of the CBM’s 
without any pressure on the Turkish side, which it sees as 
a friend and to which it offers refuge and tolerance. 


Second, Cyprus’ joining of the European Union [EU] is 
predicted, if there is another enlargement of the union, 
for the beginning of the next century. 


Third, the Turkish side will continue to be negative and 
intransigent. 

Faced with all these facts and indications, the president 
is called on to revise his current policy. 


Times are difficult. The pressure that will be put on our 
side by the Americans and the strong Europeans 
regarding the Cyprus issue and the Greek veto of Tur- 
key’s customs union with the EU, will be strong. That is 
why it is necessary for the entire Cypriot political lead- 
ership to mobilize and discuss everything without polit- 
ical expediencies and to make correct decisions without 
illusions. 

AKEL is ready to contribute to this, and with all its 
power it is ready to support the president in facing up to 
any plans that, one way or another, directly or indirectly 
lead to the division of our country. It is now up to the 
president. 

Columnist Discusses Holbrooke’s Visit 

NC0701 104395 Nicosia O AGON in Greek 7 Jan 95 p 5 
[From the “Opinion” column by the “Observer”: “Why 


Has the Cyprus Issue Not Been Solved and How Can It 
Be Solved”) 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Richard Holbrooke, US. 
assistant secretary of state for European affairs, said 
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after his contacts in Nicosia that the Cyprus issue has 
remained unsolved because every time it was on the 
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which is no longer interested in hiding its aim of securing 
an arrangement that will actually divide Cyprus and 
establish two separate states. 

The Turkish military presence also confirms the finding 
of the UN secretary general that the Cyprus issue has not 
been solved and the status quo in Cyprus will not change 
because Ankara does not have the political will for 
solution to the Cyprus issue. 


One of the reasons why Turkish intransigence continues 


general, 
from the United States and Britain. It therefore must 
follow the same process. It is very clear why there have 
talks 
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to solve the Cyprus issue based on the principles 
recorded in Se~urity Council Resolution 939. 

If the U.S. diplomacy can secure the outright acceptance 
of these principles, then we will have prospects for a 
solution. However, we are very much afraid that despite 
the good intentions and interest in a solution to the 
Cyprus issue, the latest efforts will be proven unproduc- 
tive. Because, we repeat, Ankara does not have even the 
slightest intention of changing its stance, even if 
someone indicates to Ankara that it will have to pay a 
certain price. 


Le a a ay ty “epee pean 
and without abandoning the demands for separate sov- 
ereignty and separate states, no confidence-builaing 
measures can be implemented nor can talks take place. 
Put simply, the situation will be in a vicious circle that 
will lead to deeper impasses. 


Call To Make Use of U.S. Interest 
NC0901 134295 Nicosia ALITHIA in Greek 9 Jan 95 p I 


(Editorial: “Positive I tion, Negative Slander”) 
[FBIS Translated Text] President Bill Clinton made a 


sas ony calia Gagh could Ungar 9 echation Goes 


cific suggestion for the island's demilitarization and 
reunification in conditions of political security and pros- 
perity for all. 
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Some quarters try to present the new U.S. intervention 
as an attempt to exercise unacceptable pressure. Their 
negative stance exhibits political inexperience and a 
weakness to evaluate the possibilities and prospects. 
Everyone has the right to judge the course of the Cyprus 
issue but nobody has the right to draw conclusions on the 
basis of supposition and suspicion. The responsible 
politicians j on the basis of evidence and results, not 
on the basis of suspicion and illusion. 

The bad thing is not the manifestation of U.S. interest 
based on the UN framework. The bad thing would be no 
interest, because we cannot solve our problem by our- 
selves. Without international intervention we could not 
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be saved. We would merely be isolated and an insignif- 
icant incident could cause a new crisis that would add a 
military dimension to addressing the Cyprus issue. It 
would not be solved in this way; it would deteriorate. 


This is why we believe that the foolish slandering of the 
U.S. intervention should not constitute a negative com- 
panion for the secret diplomacy that is beginning and 
that we must use. We must not render it useless by 
repeating fatal mistakes. The insignificant incidents that 
caused tragic results in the past are known and the empty 
slogans led to painful hardship for everyone. 
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Commentary on Clinton’s View on Pending Issues 
NC0801 165895 


[FBIS Editorial Report] Athens | KATHIMERINI on 8 
January carries on its front page the “text” of an approx- 
imately 750-word “exclusive” interview with U.S. Pres- 
ident Bill Clinton by the paper’s Washington correspon- 
dent Alexis Papakhelas on an unspecified date. The 
interview is preceded by the following introduction: 


“U.S. Presidert Bill Clititon, in an exclusive interview to 
I KATHIMERINI, calls upon Greece to open a direct 
and unconditional dialogue with Albania, Skopje [The 
Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia}, and Turkey, 
thus defining U.S. policy in the region clearly, with 
regard to Greece. The direct concern over a hot incident 
between Greece and Turkey, which ‘nobody desires but 
which could happen,’ is not absent from the views 
expressed by the U.S. President. Bill Clinton also 
referred to the Cyprus issue, reiterating the firm U.S. 
position in favor of the (always fruitless) UN procedures 
but he does not make the Greek-Turkish relations depen- 
dent on a solution to the problem. In a word, the U.S. 
policy expects a radical change in the current Greek 
positions on all the three Balkan fronts that are now 


open.” 


Commenting on President Clinton’s interview, the same 
issue of Athens | KATHIMERINI carries on page 11 
under the title “The Clinton “Recommendation” an 
editorial, the text of which follows: 


“The interview that U.S. President Bill Clinton gave to I 
KATHIMERINI sets out very clearly the U.S. policy in 
the Balkan region in conjunction with our country’s 
bilateral disputes. The core of this policy is the stabili- 
zation of the new states and regimes that were estab- 
lished after the collapse of socialism as we knew it. The 
U.S. interest in this direction is extremely strong as well 
as determinant, since it is manifested by the sole super- 
power on earth. 


“In this spirit, President Clinton recommends that our 
country should open an ‘unconditional’ dialogue with 
Albania, Skopje, and Turkey in order to resolve the 
existing bilateral disputes. This is a recommendation 
that has also been made to the three countries that are in 
dispute with Greece and certainly in a practical manner 
since the U.S. policy both toward Albania and Skopje as 
well as toward Turkey has on many occasions been 
linked to the Greek positions on our existing bilateral 
problems. (U.S. intervention in Tirana for the release of 
the five Omonoia members and the safeguarding of the 
Greek minority’s rights, Washington’s delay in estab- 
lishing diplomatic relations with Skopje, continuous 
U.S. initiatives for a solution to the Cyprus issue) 


“Consequently, the U.S. President's recommendation to 
our country could be considered as anything but a 
unilateral and unequal exercise of pressure. Such a 
"Greek centrist“ concept under the current circum- 
stances would be underestimating our country as well as 
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harmful to it. It would be underestimating it because 
Greece is undoubtedly in a more advantageous position 
than those it has disputes with. Our country’s strength in 
all sectors cannot be compared with that of Albania or 
Skopje. Consequently, these two states should first of all 
normalize their relations with our country if they are to 
be stabilized internally and acquire the international 
support necessary for their survival. On the other hand, 
despite its military and population supremacy, Turkey is 
facing insurmountable internal problems, the Kurdish 
problem being the primary one, which have also drasti- 
cally weakened its international position. 


“So, President Clinton’s recommendation to Greece 
should be interpreted as urging the utilization of our 
country’s advantageous position, given that opening a 
dialogue with Albania, Skopje, and Turkey in no case 
constitutes a retreat from our national positions, but 
contributes decisively to the international efforts toward 
stabilizing the situation in our region. In other words, thc 
U.S. recommendation is addressed to ihe strongest (from 
the foreign support point of view) state, the most stable 
(because of its internal cohesion) nation, and the only 
trustworthy (as to its democratic structure and function) 
regime in our region. 


“In light of all this, it is imperative that we evaluate and 
utilize the recommendation which, through his interview 
with | KATHIMERINI, the U.S. President is addressing 
to the Greek political leadership.” 


Comments on Interview 


NC0801193895 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1800 GMT 8 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Andreas Papan- 
dreou, whose attention was drawn to the U.S. President's 
interview, said that he will comment on it when he 
returns to Athens. 


An initial response to the interview was given by Deputy 
Foreign Minister loannis Kranidhiotis at noon today 
before leaving for Brussels and Paris. On Greek- 
Albanian relations, Kranidhiotis reiterated that the five 
imprisoned Omonoia [Greek minority organization] 
members should be released first and then the dialogue 
can be opened. Concerning Turkey's customs union with 
the European Union [EU], he repeated that our country 
will continue to veto it because it links the customs 
union with progress on the Cyprus issue, Greek-Turkish 
relations, and with respect for hurnan rights and democ- 
racy in Turkey. 


Referring to the Skopje [The Former Yugoslav Republic 
of Macedonia] issue, Mr. Kranidhiotis again denied 
categorically that there were any secret meeting or con- 
sultations between the Greek and Skopjean sides and 
stressed that our country’s positions on this issue are 
well-known, firm, and consolidated. He added: The 
Foreign Ministry is struggling by every means to pro- 
mote these positions and our national interests. The 
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climate in the Skopje issue, with regard to the Greek 
positions, has improved. Greece’s positions are 
becoming more understood and Skopje’s intransigence 
has convinced even those with bad faith that pressure 
should be put on Kiro Gligorov. 


Political Spring and KKE [Greek Communist Party] 
have reacted strongly to Clinton’s interview. A Political 
Spring statement notes that wherever there are interna- 
tional crises there are also those who cause them inten- 
tionally and those who suffer under them. For one to 
attribute equal responsibility to both sides is historically 
unfair and politically ineffective. 


KKE categorically opposes the ongoing U.S. interven- 
tion in the Balkans which causes tension in the region, 
the KKE maintains, and calls for the immediate opening 
of a direct dialogue. 


Spokesman Welcomes Mild Tone of Demirel’s 
Remarks 


NC0601 163495 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1600 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Turkish President Suleyman 
Demirel issued a message of friendship to Greece and 
invited Greek President Konstandinos Karamanlis and 
Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou to visit Ankara. 
Demirel said that he has always favored maintaining 
open channels of dialogue and stressed that the two 
countries must trust each other and develop athletic, 
cultural, economic, and other relations. Demirel said 
that as prime minister of Turkey he had proposed a 
friendship agreement between Greece and Turkey, but 
he never received an answer from Athens. 


Commenting on Demirel’s remarks, Evangelos Venize- 
los, minister of press and government spokesman, said 
that it is positive that the Turkish leadership used a mild 
tone. Unfortunately, he said, we have been used to a 
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vocabulary of artificial tension. From that point on, he 
continued, the positions of the two countries have been 
known and firm. We are in favor of improving bilateral 
relations but this mostly depends on Turkey’s stance on 
the Cyprus issue and respect for human rights, Venizelos 
concluded. 


Papandreou Comments on Reports About His 
Health 


NC0701164795 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1600 GMT 7 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] In an interview early this after- 
noon with the correspondents accompanying him [on his 
Jordan visit], Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou 
attributed to European and U.S. circles outside the 
official governments today’s reports by international 
news agencies that noted his alleged admission to a 
Jordanian hospital for a heart check-up. The prime 
minister stressed that these circles do not look favorably 
upon his mission to the Middle East and want to torpedo 
a permanent and lasting peace in the region any way they 
can. Mr. Papandreou did not rule out the possibility of 
Greek circles also being involved in the game of impres- 
sions and destabilization of the country. 


In the same interview, which he had originally scheduled 
to give later this evening, the prime minister also 
referred to today’s front-page press reports on the Skopje 
[The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia] issue, 
stressing that there are no secret diplomatic moves with 
Kiro Gligorov. However, the prime minister did not rule 
out any changes in the tactics to resolve the problem. 


Mr. Papandrevu also referred to the gossiprnongering 
that developed recently about the upcoming presidential 
election. The prime minister reiterated that the decision 
on the candidate for president of the Republic belongs to 
himself and the [Panhellenic Socialist Movement] exec- 
utive bureau. 
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Demirel on Turkey’s Importance, Unity, Turkic 
World 


NC0601175495 Istanbul YENI GUNAYDIN in Turkish 
I Jan 95 p 16 


[Report by Erdem Noyan] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Ankara—lIndicating that he is 
hopeful of 1995, President Demirel said: “Following the 
end of the Cold War our country’s position assumed an 
importance beyond any prediction.” Demirel added that 
despite the difficulties it faces, Turkey is a country that 
inspires hope. 


President Demirel made his first New Year’s statement 
to YENI GUNAYDIN. After drawing a picture of 1994 
and stating that he expects much from 1995, the presi- 
dent said: “We should always aim at searching and 
achieving the best, because civilization is not a static 
process. Therefore, we have to continuously work and 
move forward to attain the goal set by Ataturk. We want 
to bequeath a better, prosperous, advanced, and pow- 
erful Turkey to the future generations. All our efforts are 
in this direction.” 


Turkey Is Getting Stronger 


In his new year assessment President Demirel also 
touched on the terror issue, saying: “Turkey is getting 
stronger. However, certain foreign circles that do not 
want Turkey to get strong are supporting terrorism, 
whose sole objective is to divide Turkey. The Turkish 
State is strong. No one could challenge our state. Let no 
one be anxious about this. All the citizens of the Turkish 
Republic are first-class citizens. Be they from the east, 
west, north, or south they have all lived like brothers for 
1,000 years and are the joint owners of this sacred 
homeland. We will never allow the sowing of division 
among our people. No one can obstruct us as long as we 
maintain our unity and solidarity as the Turkish 


people.” 
Transcended Its Borders 


Explaining that the state's doors are open to all and that 
the free judiciary is on duty, Demirel said that “the roads 
to seek justice are fully open.” 


Demirel said the following on our geostrategic and 
ekostrategic [“eko” as published] position: “Turkey has 
transcended its borders and is being taken into consid- 
eration beyond its borders. Despite some of the difficul- 
ties in 1994, Turkey is a dynamic country that has 
everything, whose factories are working and fields are 
sown, and inspires hope for the future. Following the end 
of the Cold War, our country’s position has assumed an 
importance beyond any prediction. The great Turkic 
world, which includes Turkic and Muslim communities 
extending from the Balkans to the Caucasus and to 
Central Asia and which once was only a fantasy, has now 
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become a reality. We, as Turkey, are guiding the Turkic 
world in its internal relations and in its relations with the 
outside world.” 


Demirel’s Call For Early Elections Viewed 


NC0601173195 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS in 
English 3 Jan 95 p A3 


{Editorial by Iinur Cevik: “Is Demirel Warning Against a 
Coup?”)} 

{[FBIS Transcribed Text] President Suleyman Demirel 
has created a debate in Turkey when he said he would 


like to have powers to dissolve the Parliament and 
prociaim early elections. 


The president later clarified his position saying such 
powers are needed to undo a political impasse in Turkey 
and recalled that because former presidents could not 
dissolve Parliament and call elections the country fell 
victim to three military coups in 1960, 1971 and 1980 
and in two cases he himself was toppled as prime 
minister... 


The president clearly sees that Turkey is heading swiftly 
towards a political impasse in the first half of 1995 and 
feels the urge to warn everyone concerned “to do some- 
thing” or face the “consequences” which could well be a 
solution outside the parliamentary democratic system... 


The president feels the Parliament has lost its effective- 
ness and is not seen as the supreme power which can 
overcome the growing problems of the country. Thus he 
feels the impasse is inevitable. 


He sees the only solution will be to call early elections 
and admits now that if he and his arch rival Bulent 
Ecevit could have put their differences aside and agreed 
to early polls the military could not have staged the 1980 
coup... 


But the political impasse is not Demirel’s sole worry. He 
feels that polarization in Turkey especially among those 
who support secularism and those who are religious 
conservatives is reaching dangerous dimensions and 
thus has to be prevented at all costs. 


The row which was created by the religious conservatives 
who at times are also called “anti-secularists” has 
reached a peak when some Islamic activists opposed 
New Year celebrations in Turkey claiming this was a 
Christian tradition... 


But there are those in Turkey who have done their best to 
defuse the growing tensions like the pro-Islamic daily 
Zaman which is the third highest selling daily in our 
country. Zaman made a policy decision not to make an 
issue of New Year celebrations this year despite the fact 
that last year the paper :aunched an effective campaign 
asking “why celebrate New Year when so much blood is 
spilt on Bosnia-Herzegovina?” Pro-Islamic Welfare’s 
mouthpiece daily Milli Gazete’s former radical colum- 
nist Mehmeet Sevket Eygi also lambasted the religious 
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conservatives for opposing New Year celebrations saying 
“you lack color and are outmoded.” 


So there are responsible pro-Islamic people in Turkey 
who see the dangers in the horizon and are prepared to 
do their share. yet, we feel their so-called “secularist” 
counterparts also have to reciprocate the reestablish the 
atmosphere of tolerance and goodwill in this country. 

The president is also aware of certain “hardline” designs 
in Turkey and thus he feels the next six months will be a 
sensitive period. The official Radio and Television 
Higher Board (RTUK) is slowly stepping up its pressure 
to curb radio and TV broadcasts “which are stepping out 
of line” on various “sensitive issues.” 


When all these are added together it becomes apparent 
that we need a strong administration that can run the 
country effectively and face the challenges of our times. 
It seems Demirel is aware that neither the Ciller coali- 
tion nor any possible government combination that will 
emerge from the current Parliament can do this. So he 


Demirel Elucidates on Power To Renew Elections 


TA0601195995 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 1800 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] President Suleyman Demirel has 
declared that presidential authority to renew parliamen- 
tary elections is not against the principles of national 
sovereignty and the supremacy of law. Demirel noted 
that there is no question of depriving the assembly of any 
authority and that the assembly has the authority to 
decide on reelections in any case. He announced: The 
fact that I brought this matter to the attention of the 
public was merely aimed at securing the better func- 
tioning of the regime and the state. Furthermore, this is 
not a matter of urgency. 


Dernirel issued a statement by means of the Press Center 
of the President's Office. In his statement, Demirel 
clarified his request for the president to have the 
authority to renew parliamentary elections. 


Pointing out that the views he expressed during a news 
conference on 29 December 1994 were channeled into 
different courses and discussed in recent days, Denktas 
said: This is exactly what I said in my news conference. 
I do not have any desire to demand new powers and the 
like from anyone. My entire goal is for the state to 
function well. The powers of the president, which are 
listed in Article 104 of the Constitution, includes the 
phrase to decide on the renewal of the Turkish Grand 
National Assembly [TGNA] elections. Article 116, on 
the other hand, cites certain provisions, which make it 
impossible to exercise this authority. In the past, when I 
was involved in politics, | advocated that the state 
should become a constitutional project and a state 
project. I believe that if the president is given the 
authority to decide on reelections—regardiess of who the 
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president is or whether he is elected by the TGNA or the 
people—the regime will function more efficiently. 


Demirel recalled that in his news conference he 
explained thai there are hardly any presidential systems 
in Europe, there are semi-presidential systems in France 
and in Austria, and in some of the other systems, the 
decision to renew parliamentary elections rests with the 
president. 

In his statement, Demirel continued: Presidential 
authority to renew parliamentary elections does not 
violate the principles of national sovereignty and the 
supremacy of law. Even in Western countries, where 
democracy is applied with all its similar 
powers are given to presidents. Furthermore, the 1982 
Constitution grants this right to the president. Therefore, 
there is no question of depriving the TGNA of any 
authority. The TGNA has the authority to decide on new 
elections in any case. The fact that I brought this matter 
to the attention of the public was merely aimed at 
securing the more efficient functioning of the regime and 
the state. Moreover, this is not a matter of urgency. 
Turkey is not currently in a state of crisis. There is an 
open regime, and all its democratic institutions are at 
work. As I mentioned on several occassions, Turkey will 
seek and find the solutions to all its problems within the 
regime. There is no reason for concern or doubt. This is 
the state Turkey is in at the beginning of 1995. For the 
happiness of our people, it is essential that we maintain 
our faith in our state, in democracy, in our nation, and in 
our future, and to ensure that our country is governed in 
a better way. We must strive for these goals if we want to 
develop. Our country has experienced crises in the past. 
The failure to renew parliamentary elections was 
observed to play a great role in these crises. There is no 
situation today that will lead the state and the regime to 
instability. It will be beneficial for the state to possess the 
means to avert the conditions that may lead to such a 
situation. Furthermore, the concept cited in the Consti- 
tution will become operational. It is necessary to inter- 
pret my siatements within this context. 


Ciller Defines Responsibilities of Karayalcin, 
Alagoz 


7TA0701115295 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 2110 GMT 6 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller has 
issued a directive defining the responsibilities of Murat 
Karayalcin, foreign minister and deputy prime minister, 
and State Minister Bahattin Alagoz. According to the 
directive, Karayalcin will be a member of the High 
Planning Council and will head the Domestic Security 
Coordination Council. The Turkish Scientific and Tech- 
nical Research Organization and the Turkish Atomic 
Energy Commission will be subordinate to Alagoz. 
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Ambassador to Washington on Turkish-U.S. Ties 


NC0601173295 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS in 
English 3 Jan 95 p A3 


[Report on an “exclusive interview” with Nuzhet Kan- 
demir, Turkish ambassador to Washington, by Ugur 
Akinci in Washington; date not given] 


{FBIS Transcribed Text] Washington—Summarizing the 
past year of Turkish-American relations, the Turkish 
ambassador to Washington Nuzhet Kandemir affirmed 
that “Turkish-US relations are based on firm founda- 
tions.”’ During an exclusive interview he gave to Turkish 
Daily News, Kandemir emphasized the continuing geo- 
political and military importance of Turkey and the 
mutual benefit both countries derive from their con- 
tinuing friendship. “Turkey is still very important for the 
United States, even more so than it was during the cold 
war years,” he added. “That's why the United States 
does not have the luxury to forgo Turkey.” 


Kanderur said only “technical people and narrow spe- 
cialists with blinders on their eyes” would attempt to 
squeeze Turkey further on human rights issues. “Such a 
state of affairs cannot be maintained. It is an artificial 
situation. They would not be able to continue to toe that 
line. That's a lot of wishful thinking on the part of 
anti-Turkish circles,” he said. 


“Turkey is not a country which can be shoved around 
and pushed aside. Turkey is a powe:ful country with a 
vast history,” he said. “Turkey for cemuries ruled many 
European and Asian countries in the region. It has well 
established traditions. Thus, it is not possible to destroy 
or rebuff Turkey with such lies and plots. Of course there 
would be those who would love to do that because it 
would be to their interest. But they won't be able to 
accomplish that because Turkey 1s very crucial both for 
the U.S. as well as Europe.” 


One theme Kandemir has touched upon at every oppor- 
tunity during 1994 was the need to develop Turkish-U.S. 
relations beyond defense and security dimensions. Kan- 
demir again said that bilateral relations can encompass 
economic, cultural and social exchanges as well, so that 
they would evolve into an “enhanced partnership.” 


The ambassador mentioned human rights, or rather, 
“the misinformation spread around by certain ethnic 
lobbies and nongovernment crganizations in the United 
States “as the main friction point tha! develop in bilat- 

ral relations in 1994. He said such misinformation was 
also responsible for the stalling by the Congress and State 
Department of Turkey's military orders. “But we cannot 
call it an embargo,” he said. “Such a stand may have its 
payoff in domestic politics. Yet no one considers the 
adverse effects of such an attitude for U.S. foreign 
affairs.” 


Human Rights Watch (HRW) last week directly applied 
to Secretary of State Warren Christopher opposing the 
delivery of 493 cluster bo:nbs that Turkey ordered back 
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in June. HRW argued that Turkey could use these bombs 
against Kurdish civilians during its campaign against the 
Workers’ Party of Kurdistan. Kandemir mentioned that 
what is being usually referred to as “military aid” in 
reality was only loan credits extended at the regular 
market rates of interest. “If the U.S. decides to deny us 
our request, then we can go buy it from somewhere else 
as well,” he said. “When the United States extends us 
this credit, it is also helping itself in terms of new 
business created for U.S. firms. The United States even 
stipulates that the equipment Turkey purchases must be 
carried by U.S. freight companies. Thus if the United 
States eliminates this credit, it would also harm its own 
economy.” 


The Turkish ambassador said such a denial might in fact 
be a blessing in disguise “because it would then force 
Turkey to find new trading partners and to diversify its 
commerce.” The percent of the U.S. aid to Turkey for 
1995 was conditioned on improved record on human 
rights and Cyprus. “That was a very wrong decision,” he 
said. “Turkey's decision to reject the conditioned part of 
the aid was equally correct. That was a message sent to 
the Congress and the Administration. When foreign 
policy is dictated by local concerns such distortions are 
unavoidable,” he said. 


Concerning the Republican sweep of the Congress after 
the Nov. 8 elections, Kandemir said that “the effects of 
the Republican victory will be neither good nor bad for 
Turkish-U.S. relations. What's more important is that 
Turkey should become a strong, consistent and stable 
country which has solved her own domestic problems. It 
should be able to develop relations of economic self- 
interest with others. When there is self-interest at stake, 
every country is important. When there are not, various 
games can be played (with that country).” As to the latest 
Russian attacks on Grozny, capital of Chechnya, Kan- 
demir said he wished the U.S. displayed a “firmer 
attitude.” 


“Internal balances within Russia are so fragile that the 
United States does not want to do something that would 
cause Russia to revert back to old state of affairs. That's 
why it is being very tentative and careful in its response 
to Russia. I understand that the U.S. behaves in a 
manner consistent with her national interests. But do we 
like that? No, we don’t. We are not condoning it. We 
wish the United States had been more resolute in its 
response,” he said. 


“We are also supporting Yeltsin. But we c.e a country in 
the same region. Thus we are very concerned about any 
instability in Caucasus, whether it is arising out of 
Azerbaijan, Armenia or Chechnya,” he said. “Compared 
to the United States, we have a lot more direct and 
immediate interest in the region. The U.S. national 
interest is more indirect and not that immediate. That's 
why our approach to the issues in the Caucasus can be 
different,” Kandemir concluded. 
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Ciller Assesses Economic Measures, Early 
Elections 


TA0701154495 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 1300 GMT 7 Jan 95 


[Passages within quotation marks recorded] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller has 
stated that all the aims, which were termed impossible, 
have been accomplished—except the budget deficit—- 
during the 9-month period since the implementation of 
the 5 April measures. Explaining that Turkey’s economy 
underwent a major operation with the 5 April decisions 
and that a difficult year in terms of implementation is 
left behind, Ciller added: The patient will start rehabili- 
tating in 1995 and in 1996 the economy will be cven 
better. In achieving these aims, Ciller remarked, the 
people’s support and common sense played an important 
role. Ciller noted that it would have been impossible to 
perform such an operation on the Turkish economy 
without the people’s support and confidence. 


Ciller said that the Assembly will decide whether to hold 
early elections in the country, adding that the Turkish 
economy cannot afford elections this year. 


Ciller and Murat Karayalcin, foreign minister and 
deputy prime minister, held a joint news conference on 
the 5 April economic measures and the results of the first 
9-month implementation period, later answering 
reporters’ questions. 


Explaining that there was no need to take on additional 
foreign debt in 1994, Ciller stated that $7.7 billion of the 
previous debt was paid off. Thus, Ciller continued, we 
were able to stop the chain reaction. Ciller announced 
that Central Bank foreign currency reserves, which 
reached approximately $7 billion, were the highest since 
the establishment of the Turkish Republic. Ciller said 
that the rate envisaged for the dollar was achieved, the 
banking system stabilized, and the Turkish economy 
reopened to foreign competition. 


[Ciller] “The 5 April decisions succeeded in opening up 
Turkey to foreign competition, replenishing foreign cur- 
rency reserves, stabilizing the economy, and paying off 
foreign debt, which, so to speak, posed a threat to the 
regime. All the aims have been achieved. During this 
9-month period we achieved all the targets, which were 
considered impossible by some. Some said that the 
country was going bankrupt when the dollar reached 
42,000 Turkish lira and that the program would not give 
the results envisaged, but we achieved even more than 
we envisaged.” 


Ciller noted that the rising rate of inflation was stopped 
thanks to the great efforts exerted to that effect. Ciller 
explained that even though foreign debt is paid off 
inflation cannot be brought down without eliminating 
the budget deficit and public debt. Noting that the 
budget deficit was lower than expected, Ciller added: 
The main reason for not achieving our target in terms of 
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budget deficit is because we could not do what we 
wanted regarding privatization. Ciller said that the aims 
envisaged regarding privatization were not realized 
because of the opposition’s initiatives and their submit- 
ting the privatization issue to the Constitutional Court. 
Ciller said that domestic debt adversely affected the rate 
of inflation. 


[Ciller] “1994 was a very difficult year. We underwent a 
major operation. The Turkish economy underwent a 
major operation. The patient survived the operation. 
1995 will be a rehabilitation period and the economy will 
be up on its feet in 1996 ready to run. We estimate that 
the 1995 growth rate will be around 4 percent and we 
aim at maintaining the rate of inflation at 30-40 percent. 
The exchange rate for foreign currency has been stabi- 
lized and, from now on, the rise in the rate of exchange 
will be as warranted by the market economy.” 


Ciller said much sacrifice was put into the measures 
since April 1994 and stressed that in 1995 a new under- 
standing of the state will emerge with the reforms envis- 
aged. Within this new understanding of the state, Ciller 
continued, the characteristics of a social state will con- 
tinue and the rights of the people will be given priority. 
Ciller said that within the framework of this change, the 
worker will become not only a worker, but an adminis- 
trator and owner of capital. 


Ciller and Karayalcin later answered reporters’ ques- 
tions. In answer to a question on her views regarding 
early elections, Ciller said that the Turkish Grand 
National Assembly will decide on early elections 
Recounting that a major operation was performed on the 
Turkish economy in 1994, Ciller added that the people 
are aware of the importance of these measures and give 
their support. 


[Ciller] “Now if you confront a patient with an election 
economy after undergoing such a major operation, the 
patient will have internal hemorrhaging and will need 
another major operation in 1995, 1996. This is equiva- 
lent to not giving consideration to the interests of the 
people. If people love this country and care about its 
interests they have to make a correct assessment of the 
situation. This is not an issue which is of concern to only 
you and me but the whole country, and we will act along 
those lines. The decision on early elections will be 
enacted by the Assembly. Nobody can make this deci- 
sion alone, not us nor others. The decision will be made 
by the Assembly and | believe that the Assembly is 
capable of acting in common sense.” 


Karayalcin, in turn, said that 1995 will put a smile on the 
faces of workers and added that the first nine months 
since the implementation of the 5 April decisions were 
very successful. He explained that the country attained 
important achievements with the arrangements imple- 
mented. 
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Continued Economic Aid for Turkish Cypriots 
TA0701154895 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1447 
GMT 7 Jan 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Lefkose (A.A)}—Prime Minister 
Tansu Ciller said Turkey and the Turkish Republic of 
Northern Cyprus (TRNC) will definitely overcome the 
problems they currently face and stressed “a bright 
future is waiting for Turkey and the TRNC after a good 
restructuring.” 


In a statement to TAK [Turkish Cypriot News Agency] 
after she met late Friday night with Turkish Cypriot 
Prime Minister Hakki Atun, Ciller underlined that the 
Turkish people have committed themselves to the righ- 
teous struggle of the Turkish Cypriot people. 


Ciller also disclosed that she would like to visit northern 
Cyprus at the earliest possible opportunity. 


The Turkish prime minister pledged continued eco- 
nomic aid for northern Cyprus and disclosed that a total 
of 1.8 trillion Turkish lira [TL] contribution would be 
provided for Turkish Cypriots this year. 


Turkish Cypriots were demanding TL3 trillion. 


Kurdish Problem Called Top Priority 
95ES0047A Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 8 Dec 94 p 18 


[Article by Sahin Alpay: “Our Number One Problem] 


[Text] The Workers Party of Kurdistan (PKK) is a band 
of savage terrorists... 


If it gets the chance, it aims to establish a bloody 
one-man dictatorship with an ideology consisting of 
racist nationalism mixed with totalitarian communism... 


As for political movements that choose to achieve their 
goals through violent means, you have to answer them in 
the language they understand as long as they insist on 
following this path... 


The PKK, with Syria at its head, is a puppet of such 
neighboring countries as Iraq, Iran, and Greece, all of 
whom want to subvert Turkey...if these countries did not 
support and maintain the PKK, it would not be able to 
continue to carry out terrorism... 


All of the above are correct... 


However, by the same token, are not the following also 
true? 


The Republic of Turkey has millions of citizens who 
consider themselves to be Kurds. The overwhelming 
majority of these want ‘c live as citizens of Turkey, but, 
at the same time, they want to preserve their own 
identity, language, and culture. Turkey’s Kurdish 
problem, in effect, is the problem of meeting these 
demands. If no chance is given for these demands to be 
presented within a peaceful and democratic process, this 
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will clear the way for the claim of representing the Kurds 
to be left to the PKK, which has only minority support 
among our fellow citizens of Kurdish origin. 


The pressures and human rights violations to which the 
civilian population has been subjected in the campaign 
against the PKK have in fact benefited the terrorist 
organization. 


The Kurdish problem is the main obstacle preventing 
Turkey’s democratization. The basic restrictions placed 
on the freedom of assembly and expression are solely 
attributable to the Kurdish problem. The Kurdish 
problem is the basic obstacle preventing the civilianiza- 
tion of the regime in Turkey and the tying of the armed 
forces to civilian authority. The problem is to provide a 
favorable climate for preserving and expanding the con- 
tribution and influence which the military authority has 
traditionally had on the country’s fundamental domestic 
and foreign policy decisions. 


The Kurdish problem is one of the chief causes of 
instability in the economy. An increasingly large slice of 
public resources is being allocated to the struggle against 
the PKK, the financing of which is stoking inflation. 
This struggle also has a tremendous impact on the 
economy in indirect ways, such as discouraging foreign 
investments and decimating the income from tourism. 


Likewise, one should not underestimate the role which 
the Kurdish problem plays in strengthening movements 
which threaten Turkey's secular political system. Official 
policies which make it impossible for demands related to 
Kurdish identity to be presented within the democratic 
process are forcing the people of the southeast to choose 
between the nationalistic PKK and the communalistic 
Prosperity Party (RP). The Kurdish problem is 
destroying Turkey’s relations with the civilized and 
democratic world of which Turkey aspires to be a part. 
Treating the problem solely as a military problem (to use 
a common phrase “resorting to the military”) is gradu- 
ally alienating Turkey from the countries that share 
democratic principles and ideals. 


Finally, because of the Kurdish problem, Turkey is 
unable to benefit from the foreign policy advantages that 
it would otherwise gain for itself by being the only 
Muslim nation to have a market economy that is demo- 
cratically controlled. 


In order to resolve its number one problem as stated 
above, and to become a stable member of the civilized 
and democratic world, Turkey must isolate the PKK and 
recognize that those fellow citizens who consider them- 
selves to be Kurds have the right to preserve and develop 
their identity, language, and culture. 


The people of Turkey, industrious with Turk and Kurd, 
are yearning to live in peace and gradual improvement. 
There is no circumstance in which they would want their 
dear sons and daughters to become victims of a fratri- 
cidal war. 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS-WEU-95-005 
9 January 1995 


Outcome of Russia’s Intervention in Chechnya 
Viewed 


NC0601 180995 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 3 Jan 95 
p 16 


[Commentary by Sami Kohen: “The Western Countries 
Have a Different Approach Toward Russia...”— 
punctuation as published] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] The international community 
regarded Moscow’s intervention in Chechnya as Russia’s 
internal affairs at the beginning of the crisis. However, it 
has now reacted to the entry of Russia’s tanks into 
Groznyy and the loss of thousands of lives as a result of 
the bombing attacks. Opposition has been voiced to 
Russia's attacks, particularly by the United States. The 
Congress, which will convene at the beginning of the 
week, has given a strong warning to Russia. In fact, it has 
threatened to suspend the aid the United States gives to 
it. Meanwhile, France, which is the new chairman of the 
European Union, has also opposed the Yeltsin Admin- 
istration’s policy. 


All that indicates that the crisis in Chechnya will cause a 
wave of tense relations between the Western countries 
and Russia in the next few days or weeks. [passage 
omitted] 


The political and economic effects of Russia’s interven- 
tion in Chechnya on Turkey have to be studied. Turkey 
has tried several times to warn its Western allies on 
Russia's interference in the Caucasus in accordance with 
its policy on “adjacent territories,” its new demands on 
matters related to the treaty on Conventional Forces in 
Europe, and, in general, its expansionist activities. It 
now seems that the Western countries have begun to 
assess Russia's stance from a different angle, as in the 
case of Turkey. 
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Moscow will not be able to maintain its policy on its 
“adjacent territories” if Russia gets caught in a quagmire 
in Chechnya. Such a development may cause a situation 
similar to that in Chechnya in various parts of the 
Russian Federation. Naturally, a state of instability in 
Russia will weaken Moscow’s foreign policy... 


The extraction and sale of oil is an important factor in 
the developments that are taking place in the region. The 
matter closely concerns Turkey. Russia continues to 
insist on channeling Azerbaijan’s and Kazakhstan's oil 
to the Port of Novorossisk in the Black Sea. According to 
its project, the pipeline to Novorossisk will cross through 
Chechnya. However, the recent developments may dis- 
rupt Russia's policy on the route of the pipeline. That is 
a strong possibility. That Chechnya will be a peaceful 
and safe country under Russia’s occupation is very 
doubtful. On the contrary, the Chechen guerrillas will 
not hesitate to sabotage Russia’s oil interests. Further- 
more, it will be impossible for Russia to realize the 
pipeline project with a weak economy. What is more 
important is that the Western countries and oil compa- 
nies will neither trust Russia nor regard it as a safe 
country. Consequently, the project for a pipeline 
between Baku in Azerbaijan and Ceyhan in Turkey may 
become more attractive. In fact, it seems that some of the 
Western companies in the consortium that will sell 
Azerbaijan’s oil are now more interested in that 


Many aspects of Russia’s intervention in Chechnya have 
to be considered. It seems those that are related to 
domestic politics, international relations, and economic 
issues will create a serious problem for Moscow. Obvi- 
ously, Russia will not be able to redeem its loss even if it 
achieves a military victory. That its military forces will 
be completely successful in Chechnya is doubtful... 
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